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Losses promptly settled. 
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IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of Xx 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 

















LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages on Licensed Properties Guaranteed promptly. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED 1836. 








FUNDS : - : - # £ 5,123,000 
INCOME - - - - = £678,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £ 2,600,000 


BUSINESS IN FORCE : £ 19,000,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrrs. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies. are very moderate. 








~ Premium | Age Premium | Age | Premium 
20 |£178%,| 30 | 116%.) 40 | #2 10%, 








£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 











a. 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. =] 
_ Amount of Policy | £1,199 | £1,438 | £1,734: | £2,067 | 





Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


VOL. L., No. 28. 


Solicitors’ Journal. 
LONDON, MAY 12, 1906, 


The 


*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not op 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the SoLIcrrors’ JOURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 





Contents. 
CURRENT TOPIOS oes - -se-eeceesce-e sosvoreee 492 | COMPANIES ......... weihdesseth ss! Viwendengaaie 
Tue New Coosty Covet Rutes.— Leesa News otb Sdectint teats 


Jupement Acarsst Maratep Women 460 | Court Parras ... .. ........ one. 
“Foc. Compensation” ror Scssvit ... 462 Wixpvine-ve Notices .. ccese 





REVIEWS ... . soe ccvee ce os -cvcsscseeee evcesvee 463 | Caeprtors Norioms ...  ... .os oe ---cseee 
BOCIRTIBS. ...00.00.0-s00000 + cocesserseeres o vee 408 Banxrurtoy Notices 
LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL .eciccccssesconces 466 





Cases Reported this Week. 


In the Solicitors’ Journal, en gg (Limited) v. Smith ..... “ a4 
Alfred Melson & Co. (Lim.), Re ....» 464 | Guardians of Wandsworth Union v. 
Re, and the ae 





Cary-Elwes Contract, . Worthington once cee ceeece neces 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, Re 464 ins v. Gudgeon and Another. 
Palstherpe v. Home Brewery (Lim.) ... 463 udgeon, panvoum'. <5 Setetes 
Pilling, Re. Ex parte Chapmac ......... 466 Miss ’s Will, In re. Baroness 
Rex v. Brighton Corporation. Ex Dunsany v. Sawbridge ....,...... ......0. 419 
parte Shoesmith ............0000-+:--+:00008 465 | Peat y. Cla’ Ras Ce 
Rex v. Duguid - +++ 465 | South B: Fire and Marine Insar- 


Stuckey and Others v. Hooke ..-y.--c+..: 463 ance Co. cf New Zealand y. De Costa 
Tillar, Deceasei, Re. Tillar v. Paull ., 464 =~. Others . ee ee 

In the Weekly Reporter. staff v. Chadwick «1... sou... 414 
Alianza Co. (Limited) v. Bell ............ 418 ' Whitby v. Luedecke 2. 0.0... 0. seo 465 








Current Topics. 


The Public Trustee Bill. 
Tue Pustic Trustee Bill through Committee in the 
House of Lords on Monday last, with several amendment:, an! 
was recommitted to the Standing Committee. One of these 
amendments (a new sub-clause to clause 4) is intended to 
facilitate the concurrence of the Public Trustee, when actinz 
as a custodian trustee, or any other custodian trustee, ‘in 
the acts of the ner ty trustees. Upon a request being 
made to him, signed by the managing trustees and accom- 
anied by a certificate by ‘‘a duly qualified solicitor,” not 
ole a trustee, that the matter in which the custodian truste, 
is requested to concur is-within the powers of the tru.t, the 
custodian trustee is not to be obliged. to inquire into the legality 
of the matter and is exonerated from all consequences of | is 
concurrence if he acts in good faith. The provision is eminently” 
reasonable, but who is to be consid “a duly qualifi.d 
solicitor” within the meaning of the sub-clause? Does it mean 
only that the solicitor must have paid his certificate duty, or 
that he must some special qualifications to advi-e 
trustees? Then, on the motion of Lord Ettensoroven, a 
new ah nn» was inserted 7 clause 5, -_ ing x, 
trustee, beneficiary, ‘“‘or next person in e entail,” 
in eny trust in which a solicitor is acting, or has acte!, 
in the double “— of solicitor and trustee, to ly to 
the court to have the Public Trustee appointed as an tional 
trustee, and aad hep zrestee, if Boosey Sembee 
appointed, unless the court is of opinion itis inexpedient to 
ako the ‘appointment. The mover of this amendment supported 
it by the powerful argument that a had once told him she 
“ felt like a rabbit in the presence of a rattlesnake” when 
transacting business with her co-trustee solicitor. But it miy 
be humbly suggested that, even if the Public Trustee shoul! be 
appointed as an additional trustee, the rabbit would still have to 
endure the rattlesnake, and that if, as was professed, the 


z 


object of the amendment was to secure the trust funds, it ought 
to have provided for the os of the Public tee as 
custodian trustee only. the words “next person in the 


entail” mean a iary in remainder, and if not, what do they 





beneficiary e 
mean? The amendment appears to imply a somewhat ecg 
2 
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reflection on solicitor trustees, and it is to be hoped that it will 
disappear in the House of Commons. By another amendment 
the proviso in clause 11 of the Bill, restricting the right to 

pear before any court, or transact legal business, on behalf of 
the Public Trustee, to barristers or solicitors, was struck out; so 
that apparently it is intended that the Pablic Trustee, or any of 
his officials, shall have the right to appear in court and transact 
any legal business. This is a novel encroachment of officialism, 
and ought to be strenuously resisted. 


Other Amendments in the Bill, 
Svus-ctausE (3) of clause 4 has been amended as follows: 


‘¢ (3) Any banking or insurance company or other body corporate may, 

by order of the court, made on the application of any person on whose 
application a new trustee may be appointed, or by or under the instrument 
creating the trust, be appointed to be custodian trustee of any trust, with 
power, if the court so order or the instrument so direct, to charge and 
retain or pay out of the trust property the same fees as are chargeable 
by the public trustee as custodian trustee, or such smaller fees as the 
court or instrument may direct; and where any such —— is 
made, the provisions of this section shall, subject to any directions con- 
tained in the order or instrument, apply as they apply in the case where 
the public trustee is appointed to be custodian trustee, except that if the 
court or instrument so direct, the trust property and the right to transfer 
or call for a transfer of shares, stock, and securities shall vest in the 
custodian trustee jointly with the managing trustees.’’ 
And to clause 15 a sub-clause has been added enabling the Lord 
Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Treasury, to make rules 
“(«) excluding any trusts from the operation of this Act or any 
part, thereof.” 


The Working of the Measure. 


Lorv Asnsovurne asked the Lord Chancellor whether the 
words in clause 15 of the Public Trustee Bill, which provide for 
‘the establishment and regulation by the Public Trustee of any 
branch office,” meant that there was to be a network of branches 
all over the country. That, he said, would become a serious 
question for the Treasury. The Lord Chancellor’s reply should 
be placed on record ; for, although we believe that he can be 
trusted to keep his pledges, he may be succeeded in office by 
a different person. He said that “it was intended primarily 
to establish the public trustee in London. Jt was certainly not 
intended to set up branch offices all over the country; but there 
were officials connected with the High Court and the county 
court in different parts of the country, and the idea was that the 
services of those already in the public service should be utilized,” 


Estreating Recognizance Given by Person 
Convicted of Drunkenness. 

A casE of much novelty under the licensing laws came 
before the Lord Mayor a few days ago. The Licensing Act, 
1902, enables justices to require a person convicted of drunken- 
ness to give security for good behaviour; the words of section 3 
being that, where a person is convicted of any offence mentioned 
in the list of offences contained in the first schedule to the 
Inebriates Act, 1898, as amended by the Act of 1902, the court 
may, either in addition to, or in substitution for, any other 
penalty, order the offender to enter into a recognizance, with or 
without sureties, to be of good behaviour. It seems to have 
been doubtful before the passing of the Act whether the power 
of justices to require a person to enter into recognizances to be 
of - vad onerade ter with or without sureties, extended to the case 
of ards, but any doubt on this head was set at rest by the 
section to which we have referred. In the case before the Lord 
Mayor it appeared that the defendant, having been convicted of 
drunkenness, had been required to enter into a recognizance for 
good behaviour for six months in the sum of £50 and to find 
one for the same amount, Before the six months had 
was again convicted of drunkenness and was fined 
forty shillings. But now came the question of the recognizance. 
He was summoned to shew cause at Guildhall why this recog- 

i not be estreated, He had no cause to shew, and 

i result the recognizance was estreated and the amount 
by it, £100 in all, was paid. It will be seen that the 

of this proceeding was to subject the defendant to a 

of £100 for the offence of drunkenness. We have no 
ar sympathy for the offender, but it may well be that 


tela 


particul 


section in the case of the poorer classes of the community, If , 
working man is required to enter into a recognizance—and thers 
is no reason why he should not—he runs the risk, in default of 
compliance with the order, of being imprisoned for a period no} 
exceeding six months under the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, 
A wealthier defendant may escape imprisonment, though it mug 
be a surprise to many that the law allows him to be muleted ig 
the substantial sum of £100, 


Proof of Previous Conviction. 


THERE ARE many who will think it strange and illogical tha 
when a person is = Bien with larceny or other offences before g 
court of summary jurisdiction, the justices should allow thoge 
who prosecute to prove, before the defendant has been con. 
victed, that he is a person of bad character and has committed 
similar offences on previous occasions; but that when the cass 
is tried at the assizes or quarter sessions, no evidence of a 
revious conviction can be received until after the defendant 
been found guilty. In a case which was recently heard in 
the Divisional Court (Cholerton v. Capping) an attempt was made 
to shew that the procedure of courts of summary jurisdiction in 
this respect was wholly irregular. It appeared, from a case 
stated by justices, that the owner of a motor was charged, under 
section 1 of the Motor Act, 1903, with driving at a 
dangerous to the public, and that the summons, after charging 
the defendant with the offence, added the words, ‘‘the same 
being your second offence.” Two constables were also called to 
give evidence with regard to the defendant that they “had 
taken the indorsement off his licence.” This evidence was 
objected to, and no note of the evidence was taken by the clerk 
to the justices, and the justices, on the advice of the clerk, 
deleted their own note of it. The defendant having been con- 
victed, his counsel contended before the Divisional Court that 
the conviction was wholly vitiated by the fact that the previous 
conviction was disclosed on the summons, for it was a universal 
principle of criminal law that the fact of a previous conviction 
should not be given in evidence until the defendant had been 
found guilty. The court overruled the objection; the Chief 
Justice relying on the fact that uo note was taken of the evidence 
tendered * the constables. But even if the justices had 
received this evidence, they would only have followed the settled 
practice at petty sessions. The justices who dispose of questions 
of fact in a court of summary jurisdiction appear to think 
that they may be allowed, owing to their judicial training and 
experience, to listen to evidence of the previous history of the 
defendant which it would be unsafe to place before a jury, who 
might attach undue importance to it. Foreign tribunals appear 
to recognize no such distinction, and the accused person is cross- 
examined by the presiding judge, in the presence of the jury, as, 
to his previous life and conduct, omitting nothing which may 
eee oy ee The —— — may aig 
a uently, result in the escape o ilty persons, but 
one little likelihood that it will be disturbed. at any rate 
during the existence of trial by jury. 


** Legible Letters.” 


Tue courts of most civilized countries are occasionally invited 
to give their decision upon controversies which take the form 
of issues of law, but are really questions created and intensified 
by political antagonism. The recent case of McBrids vy. McGovern 
g . R. 2 K. B. D, 181) is a good example of these cases, The 

jummary Jurisdiction (Ireland) Act, 1851, s. 12, sub-section 1, 
a a penalty on the owner of a cart who uses it on 4 
public road without having his name and residence painted 
upon some conspicuous of the off-side “in legible letters” 
not less than one inch in height, and in a different colour from the 
und on which the same is painted, and in words at length. 
complaint was preferred against the defendant for having on 
the public road at Kill, in the county of Donegal, a cart of 
which he was owner without his name and residence painted 
thereon in legible letters, as required the statute. The 
— of the complaint was that the in which the 

efendant’s name and residence were painted on his cart were 
letters in the Irish, and not in the English, character. There 
was no doubt that the letters in question were of the prescribed 





some persons will not be satisfied with the operation of the 


dimensions, and were distinctly painted, and could be easily read 
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by an Irish scholar—by a person who eould read the Irish 


“Janguage; but the character, the type, _was Irish, and not 


The justices convicted the defendant, and the Irish 
‘eourt held that, on the trug construction of the sub-section, the 
«Jegible letters” referred to were such legible English letters 
" gg are now in use, and that the enactment was not complied with b 
inting the name and residence of the owner of the cart in Iri 
ve tt is difficult to imagine that any tribunal would have given 
a different decision. Throughout the whole of Ireland English is 
the language generally spoken, and lettersin the English character 
are generally used and understood, and in by far the greater part 
of Ireland, and by far the greater part of its population, the Irish 
language is not spoken, and letters in the Irish character are not 
understood. No statute could be found in which Ireland is treated 
as bi-lingual, unlike the case of Lower Oanada, where the codes 
are published in the French language, and the Island of Jersey, 
where the language of deliberation and judicial business is 
French, though the people among themselves either use French 
or a form of the ancient Norman. The suggestion that: the 
legible letters to be used may vary according to the character 
and speech of the neighbourhood, if adopted, would enable the 
inhabitants of some of our seaports to make use of Hebrew 
characters, which are occasionally to be found-over shops in 
london. ‘The observation of Grsson J., appears to be con- 


_dusive: ‘‘An. Englishman, or Dublin or Belfast citizen, if 


knocked down by an Irish cart in any part of the country, . . . 
is entitled to have the name and address of the offender in 


. characters that he can read.” * 


The Law of Conspiracy. . 4 re, 
Taz recent case of Rex v. Duguid, in the Court for the Con- 
sideration of Crown Cases Reserved, touched upon some interest- 
ing questions on the law of conspiracy, though it did not decide 
anything of real difficulty or doubt. The prisoner was convicted 


ef conspiring with the mother of a child under fourteen years of | 
age to take away the child from the child’s legal guardian, 
~eontrary to section 56 of 24 & 25 Vict. c.100. That section 


contains a proviso that ‘‘no person who shall have acquired any 
right to the possession of the childjor shall be the mother, or 
shall have claimed to be the father of an illegitimate child,” shall 
be liable to be prosecuted under the section. The mother was not 
indicted, and it was not established that she was within the 
benefit of the proviso, but it was proved that she and the prisoner 
had conspired that the prisoner should, by force or fraud, 
get possession of the child and hand her over.to the mother. It 


: seems clear, therefore, that, as:the carrying away of the child by 


the prisoner would have been a felony under the statute, an 
agreement between him and the mothef "that he should commit 
This was the 
decision of the court, and there can: be no doubt it is right, 
whether the mother were or were not within the benefit 
of the proviso. The question, however, suggests itself, how 
it would be if the man and the mother had agreed together that 
she should carry off the child from one who was legally. appointed 
the guardian of the child? If she were not within the proviso, 
the agreement would certainly be a conspiracy, because it would 
be a felony on her part to do the: thing agreed upon. If she 
were within the proviso, it is submitted it would still be a con- 
spivacy, and both might be convicted. It is-well established that 
ms may be convicted ef conspitacy to do an act which, if 

one by one person, would not amount to a crime, provided 
the act, though not acrime, isa wrongful act. Now, wheresome 
person, not a parent of a child, is appointed. guardian of the 


' person of the child during the lives of the parents, such appoint- 


ment must have been made by the court. Hence, it is a 
contempt of the court, by force or fraud, to take the child away 
trom the custody of the guardian, and in spite of the proviso in 


_ the statute, the mother could be punished for contempt for so 


doing. Therefore, it would be a on? pom for her and a 
stranger to agree together that she should commit this contempt 
and so obstruct the course of justice. A somewhat analogous 
ease is that of an agreement between. a, married woman and a 
man that the woman shall steal her husband’s — Unless 
she is living apart from, or in the act of leaving him, she is not 
answerable to the criminal law for stealing her husband’s goods ; 


itis no larceny either at common law or by. statute. Since the 





Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, however, civil proceedings 

may be taken by a husband against his wife for depriving him . 
of his property, hence the wife commits a civil wrong in stealing 
the goods. It issubmitted, therefore, that an agreement between 
her and another person to commit this wrong is an indictable 


conspiracy for which both may be punished. 


The Compulsory Audit of Trust Accounts. 

A Brix has been introduced in the House of Commons by 
Mr. Evcens Wason, under the title of the Trust Accounts 
(Audit) Bill, which is intended to provide a system of compul- 
sory audit of the capital accounts of trusts, and thereby to give 
a more effective protection to trust funds. The prefatory 
memorandum explains that the Bill does not contemplate any 
costly audit of the capital account. “It is merely intended to 
provide for a periodical production of the securities yes | 
the fund, with a statement as to the names in which they 
and the place where they are deposited.” The first clause brings 
within the Bill all trusts created, whether before or after its passing, 
either by will or marriage settlement, by virtue of which property 
(other than land), or the proceeds of sale of land, are settled 
in trust for any persons by way of succession. Clause 2 pro- 
vides that the capital account of any such trust shall be audited 
once a year, and under clause 3 the auditor must either be a 
member of one of the two accountants’ societies or a bank 
manager. The appointment of the auditor is regulated by 
clause 4. The appointment will in the first instance be made by 
the trustees, but upon their failure to appoint, it may be made 
by beneficiaries entitled to more than one moiety of the trust 
estate or of the income, and, if necessary, recourse may be had 
to the court. The trustees are, under clause 8, to keep a capital 
account, and produce to the auditor at the annual audit all the 
trust securities and documents, and they are at all reason- 
able times to give theauditor access to all such documents. 
Clause 9 provides for«the auditor's certificate and report. 
For failure in any of -his duties under the Bill, a trustee 
is to be liable to removal. The auditor is to be remunerated at 
the prescribed rate, either out of income or capital, or partly 
out of one and partly out of the other, as may be prescribed. 
The project is, no doubt, plausible. Trust funds have occasionally 
suffered and this is to provide safety for them. But that is the 
best that can be said for it. Against the slight good which the 
Bill might effect, is to be set the fact that it would make the 


continuance of trusts practically impossible. Very few 

would accept the office of trustee if they were to be plated aad 
the system of audit outlined in the Bill. Trusts are essentially 
affairs of a private nature, and trustees in all the multitudinous 
trusts, large and small, which exist in the country, could no 
more submit to the. continual interference of a chartered 
accountant or a bank manager—why is a bank manager selected ? 
—than in their own private matters. Of course anything that 
tends to exclude private trustees works in the direction of a 
universal compulsory public trustee, and hence the measure ma 
have some indirect purpose to serve. But we trust no more 

be heard of it. Any beneficiary who cannot get a satisfactory 
statement of the positiomof the trust has the remedy in his own 
hands, and if further protection is required it can be obtained 
without introducing outside interference‘into every trust. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


Tue Worxmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, has apparently not 
yet exhausted the ingenuity of practitioners. Ju Bompas, 
K.O., recently gave his award in an arbitration under this Act 
(Hey v. Catlow), in which the respondent sought to have the 
amount of compensation reduced on two grounds—first, that the 
applicant was seventy years of age; and secondly, that he was 
receiving a weekly payment in reference to the accident from a 
trade society of which he was a member. His incapacity by 
reason of the aceident was total, and was likely to remainso. The 
Act provides, im the case of total disablement, for a “ weekly 
payment duri inenpecity: nites die» ‘avcondl week, net oaseding 
50 per cent. of his av eae It was contend 
by the dent that the words italici ve the arbitrator a 
discretion, ere perenies etree og the full 50 —_ 
The applicant t, though the discretion it was 
Limited to the two cases mentioned in Schedule I. (2) of the Act 
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should shew good grounds for reducing it. In the present case 


, | stitution for them, the student’s knowledge of simple con 


the effect of the order being in all probability that the applicant | express or implied, might be tested by repeated examination. 


would obtain a pension for life, he was of opinion that old age 


was a matter which he ought to take into consideration, and he Trial of the Question of Unsoundness of Ming 


therefore made a deduction on that ground of 1s. 11d. a week 
from the amount he would otherwise have awarded. With 


by Experts. : 
A piscussion, which took place at a meeting of the Medico. 


: : nee Legal Society, on the question of the trial of insane criminals 
regard to the payments received by the applicant from his society, | “°8* SOclety, bar : é : 
the case was Vitterent. Though far on saying such a on threw light upon a —— ggg se in the way s 
ment should never be taken into account (¢.., in a case where a? re iS on — th a — 
the payments exceeded the weekly wages of the applicant), | “P08 Fy to — that the — ™ bl o~ ta sis see r of 
Judge Bomras held that the applicant had merely provided by | UUS°UR® mun poten to be a 2 id i b 2 Be “6 
his own forethought against the loss of half his wages, which | question of fact which can only > oe - a | Pry te Js. 
must otherwise follow from the accident, and that this did not that it cannot, seh prope; rhage he di a@ jury. Dut 
affect the liability of the employer with regard to the other half, | S°Veral of the physicians who took part in the discussion were 


Mistakes as to the Description of English Lawyers. 


unwilling to speak in favour of a change in the existing pro- 
cedure, thinking that trial by experts, in the place of trial by 


Frencu writers appear to find it almost impossible to write | jury, would never be popular. This opinion will probably be 
of anything which goes on in England without making every accepted by many who are not wholly satisfied with the com- 
kind of mistake, both of spelling and fact. We have read in | petence of the juries who are ordinarily selected to pronounce 


French novels of ‘‘ Milord Goddam,” and “Sir Gin,” and are, 
therefore, not much surprised that a French newspaper in large 
circulation, like the Journal, told its readers on the 6th of May 
that the arbitrary arrest of Madame p’Anczty by the police in 
Regent-street had excited much interest, and that ‘ Sir Gzorczs 
Lzwis, conseiller du roi,” had spontaneously offered his services 
to the lady. It is not, however, Frenchmen only who make 
mistakes in their description of English legal practitioners. We 
have noticed that English newspapers have often, during the 
last ten years, assumed to themselves the right of calling junior 
counsel within the bar, and of liberally adding the letters Q.C. 
or K.C. to their names. English novelists appear sometimes to 
have the strangest conceptions of the labours and recreations of 
a barrister in large practice, which is singular, considering that 
a fair proportion of novelists have spent their early years at the 


Noisy Evidence. 


We rememser to have read that at the trial of an action 
before Lord Asryczz for the infringement of the copyright in 
& musical composition, one of the witnesses, who had brought 
his violin with him, asked the court if he might explain his 
evidence by a performance on the instrument. The learned 
Chief Baron hastily, and with some appearance of asperity, 
refused to sanction what he evidently considered would be 
inconsistent with the dignity and decorum of the court. But it 
would seem that the judges of the present day might on a similar 
occasion have acted differently. In an action just tried before 
JzxF, J., in which the plaintiff sought to recover damages for, 
and to restrain, a nuisance caused by a powerful gramaphone, 
the learned judge allowed the noisy instrument to be brought 
into court and patiently listened while it gave its version of 
several popular melodies. Many of the occupiers of houses in 
London who have suffered from various forms of street music, 
including barrel organs, will think that, if those who have to 
legislate upon the subject were favoured with a quarter of an 
hour’s experience of the sounds in question, they would derive 
great assistance in framing a satisfactory law. 


Instruction in the Law of Contract. 


A rznvsat of some legal examination papers has led us to 
think that a considerable part of the instruction received by 
students of the law is not of a very practical character. To take, 
as an instance, the law of contract. A knowledge of the 
elementary principles of the law of contract is a valuable 
acquisition whether the student becomes a legal practitioner or 
decides to follow some other profession. It is highly important, 
if this knowledge is to be readily acquired, and if it is not to 
pass rapidly from the memory of the student, that the ship 
should be lightened as much as possible ; that the rules should 
be prt | in simple language, and shewn by illustrations 
(net always taken from decided cases) to be in accordance with 


upon the sanity of a criminal. It must be remembered that 
mistakes unfavourable to the accused person may under the 
present system be remedied by an “yo to the Crown, which 
has at its disposal the benefit of the best professional evidence. 


The New County Court Rules.— 
Judgment Against Married 
Women. 


Tue new County Court Rules, which come into force on the Ist of 
June, seem in the main to aim at bringing the procedure of the 
county courts as far as possible into conformity with the practice 
of the High Court. But in one important particular it is notice- 
able that these rules are themselves in advance of the Annual 
Practice. In prescribing the form of judgment to be used 
against ‘‘a married woman, widow, or divorced woman in respect 
of a contract made on or since the 5th of December, 1893,” the 
new rules raise a point of considerable interest, though one 
which appears hitherto to have almost entirely escaped the 
notice of the profession. ‘The point, put interrogatively, is 
briefly this : 
Is a creditor who has obtained judgment against a married 
woman (whose property is subject to restraint on anticipation), 
entitled to satisfy that judgment out of income that has accrued 
before the date of judgment but since the date of the contract (or 
tort) out of which her liability arose ? i 
Doubtless many practitioners would answer the question 
affirmatively without a moment’s hesitation. Nevertheless the 
matter is not so free from doubt. 
The form prescribed by the new rules is given in Appendix 
151 A (3), and is as follows: 

“« And it is ordered that the debt and costs hereby recovered against the 
defendant shall be payable out of the separate property of the 
said defendant which she is now or may hereafter be possessed of or entitled 
to, and any property which she may hereafter, while discovert, be possessed 
of or entitled to, and not otherwise: Provided that nothing herein con- 
tained shall render available to satisfy this judgment any separate property 
which at the time of entering into the contract sued on in this action or 
thereafter she was or may be restrained from anticipating, (or in case of a 
widow, or divorced woman, which she was during her coverture or may 
hereafter be restrained from anticipating) unless by reason of section 19 of 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, such property shall be available 
to satisfy this judgment notwithstanding such restrictéon.”’ 

It is pointed out in the accompanying explanatory memorandum 
that this formula is intended to supersede the old form of Scott 
v. Morley, and has been adopted in view of the alteration in the 
law effected by the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893, and 
the decisions in the Court of Appeal—viz., Softlaw v. Welch 
(1899, 2 Q. B. 419), Barnett v. Howard (1900, 2 K. B. 784), 
Brown vy. Dimbleby (1904, 1 K. B. 28), Birmingham, S¢., Co. ¥. 
Lane (1904, 1 K. B. 35). 











common sense. Any topics savouring of antiquity may be 


The point to which we desire to draw attention lies in the 
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—viz., when the workman is able to earn wages, or when the | omitted, and anything of an obscure or subtle character may be 
master has made payments to him other than wages. The|reserved for a later period in the career of the student, 
learned arbitrator said he could see no ground for confining his | Dissertations upon executed or executory considerations; upon 
discretion to these two cases, though in his opinion the Act in- | contracts of record, and the distinctions in the cases on the 
tended the full amount to be awarded unless the respondent | Statute of Frauds might also be seen ws and, by way of sub- 
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proviso, and it may perhaps be made clearest by contrasting it 
with the formula current in the High Court. 

"In virtue of the form of judgment authorized in Scott v. Morley 

(1887, 20 Q. B. D. 120), or the abbreviated form prescribed in 

the unreported case of Savage v. Savage, a judgment creditor is 

at present, it seems, entitled to levy execution upon ‘“‘ separate 

of the defendant not subject to any restriction against 
anticipation.” In practice the judgment creditor pays himself 
out of any moneys the debtor has the free right to dispose of at 
the date of the judgment; but moneys accruing after judgment 
he cannot touch: Loftus v. Heriot (1895, 2 Q. B. 218), Hood 

Borrs v. Heriot (1896, A.C. 174). In Whiteley v. Edwards 

(1896, 2 Q. B. 48), the position is thus summarized by A. L. 

Surn, L.J.: “The result of all these cases upon executions 

n judgments against married women whose property is 
fettered with the restraint upon anticipation is that, if the income 

of the settled property is due at the date of the judgment, a 

receiver, in a proper case, will be appointed; if such income is 

not then due, a receiver will not be appointed.” 

Bearing this in mind, let us consider the effect of the proviso 
prescribed by the new County Court Rules. Its phraseology is 
practically identical with that of the proviso contained in section 1 
of the Married Women’s Property Act of 1893, which says: 

“ Provided that nothing in this section contained shall render available 
to satisfy any liability or obligation arising out of such contract any 
separate property which at that time or thereafter she is restrained from 
anticipating.’’ 

The case of Barnett v. Howard (ubi supra) is, so far as we are 
aware, the only instance since the Act of the adoption of a form 
of judgment strictly in conformity with the statutory proviso. 
After careful consideration of the meaning of the words “ at that 
time or thereafter,’ the Court of Appeal decided, not without 
hesitation, that the judgment creditor was not entitled to attach 
certain moneys standing to the credit of the defendant at the 
date of judgment, because, at the time the obligation was 
incurred, the moveys in question were in the nature of future 
income which she was restrained from anticipating, and that the 
fact that she was discovert at the date of judgment did not make 
his position any better. In Brown v. Dimbleby (1904, 1 K.B., at 
p. 33) the Master of the Rolls summarizes the effect of Barnett 
v. Howard and similar cases in the following words: ‘In all 
these cases the question was involved whether separate property, 
as to which a married woman was restrained from anticipation 
at the date of a contract made by her, could be rendered available 
to satisfy a judgment obtained against her in an action upon the 
contract after the cessation of the coverture ; and in all of them 

the decision of the Court of Appeal was to’the same effect—viz., 
that it could not.” 

Doubtless in these cases the paramount question was whether 
subsequent discoverture extended the liability of a married 
woman upon contracts made by her during coverture; and this 
consideration appears to have somewhat overshadowed the im- 
portance of the principle underlying these decisions, namely, 
that the liability of a married woman is limited to such property 
or income as she was free to dispose of at the time such 
liability or obligation was incurred—i.¢., the date of contract. 
But the fact remains—though it seems to have been overlooked 
—that this principle forms the basis of these decisions and that 
it is @ principle wholly at variance with that involved in 
the important decision of the House of Lords in Hood Barrs v. 
Horiot (1896, A. C. 174), and accepted by the judges in Hood 
Barrs vy. Cathcart (1894, 2 Q. B. 559), Whiteley v. Edwards 
(1896, 2 Q. B. 48), and other similar cases. The effect of these 
cases is accurately and concisely stated in the Annual Practice 
(1906), at p. 664, as follows: ‘‘A judgment against a married 
woman cannot be enforced against arrears of separate estate 
accruing due after the date of the judgment, as to which she is 
restrained from anticipation” (so far there is perfect unanimity 
in all the cases) “‘ but such judgments can be enforced against 
arrears of income due prior to its date.” 

The decision in Hood Barrs v. Heriot proceeds upon the hypo- 
thesis that the creditor is entitled to attach all moneys that have 
accrued up to the date of judgment, no matter whether or not 
they were free from restraint at the date when the contract was 
entered into. That undoubtedly is a more favourable view for 
the creditor, but how is it to be reconciled with the words of 





the Act of 1893 as interpreted by the Court of Appeal in Barnett 
v. Howard, and embodied in the new County Court Rules? It 
should be observed, in passing, that the transactions involved in 
Hood Barrs v. Hortot were antecedent to the Act of 1893. But, 
since that Act did not alter the law with to restraint on 
anticipation as expressed by the previous Act of 1882 (see Brown 
v. Dimbleby (1904, 1 K. B. 32), per Cortis, M.R.), it cannot be 
——" to affect the grounds of the decision of the House of 
rds. 

Upon the question of the respective merits of these two con 
flicting views, the reader may refer to the Law Quarterly Review 
of July last, where the matter is discussed at length. Here it 
must suffice to say that, viewed from an historical standpoint, 
the principle of Barnett v. Howard is most truly in someone 
with the original intent of the restraint clause as devised by 
Lord Taurtow and as interpreted by a long series of decisions, 
culminating in the well-known case of Pike v. Fitzgibbon (17 Ch. D. 
454); that intent being to protect a married woman from the 
consequences of her own extravagance, by rendering her obliga- 
tions nugatory so far as they purported to bind future income. 
The Act of 1882, though effecting important changes in the legal 
position of married women, explicitly preserves the ray seg | 
to restraint on anticipation 1 statu quo, whilst the later Act o 
1893 expressly declares the date of contract to be the material 
date determining the extent of the liability incurred. 

What, then, is to be the effect of the form of judgment 
authorized by the new County Court Rules? If it is con- 
strued according to its natural grammatical meaning, as indeed 
the corresponding proviso in Barnett v. Howard was construed 
by the Court of Appeal, the effect upon the position of a creditor, 
seeking to enforce judgment against a married woman, will be 
as startling as it is serious. According to the terms of the 
judgment, the only fund out of which he will be entitled to 
satisfy his judgment debt will be such moneys as were her 
separate property, free from restraint on anticipation, af the date 
when the debt was a. Pat ale ge . cases, — 
this fund will have entirely disap . By the time j t 
is signed, the cash in hand, or balance at the hale the 
strength of which the debtor incurred the obligation, and to 
which alone the creditor is entitled to look for payment, will 
almost certainly have been spent. The baffled creditor will be 
mocked with the tantalizing vision of a balance to the credit of 
his lady debtor which has accrued subsequently to the date of 
contract, and which, therefore, he cannot touch. In other words, 
it means this: that where tradesmen or others deal with married 
women on the strength of incomes which they are restrained 
from anticipating, they do so even more surely at their peril 
than hitherto. For to frustrate an order for attachment of any 
income that may have accrued due prior to the judgment, the 
debtor will only have to show that the money in question was 
at the date of contract future income which she was restrained 
from anticipating. : 

But there is still a further perplexity in store for the unfortu- 
nate judgment creditor. So far as the original debt is concerned, 
his position has been considered, but those considerations do not 
equally apply to his costs. 

The cases of Re Glanvil (1886, 31 Ch» D. 538) and Coz v. 
Bennett (1891, 1 Ch. 617), in spite of other discrepancies, at 
least establish this principle, that the court must look to the 
time when the liability for costs is incurred, and it is only free 
separate estate at that date that can be taken to discharge such 
liability. According to the decision in Cor v. Bennett the costs 
are incurred ‘‘in the progress of the action” (per Kay, LJ., 
p- 626). It is obvious, therefore (as was pointed out in the 
argument in Pike v. Fitzgibbon), that if the debts of a married 
woman can only be satisfied out of separate estate which 
she possessed at the date they were incurred, great confusion 
might result. Some of her engagements might be enforceable 
against one part of her estate and others against another 
part. Consider, for example, the case of a creditor seeking 
to enforce a jalquens against a married woman for money 
lent and costs. e is faced with this bewildering state of 
things. Her rn Ran ver main debt is — = the free 
separate pro at the time or times when the money 
So baseeths ae her liability for costs is measured by 
the extent of her free separate property possessed at the date of 
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judgment. Whether or not these difficulties will arise in 
practice will depend entirely upon the degree to which the 

rofession is alive to the possibilities inherent in the form of 
judgment now prescribed by the County Court Rules. But if 
the proviso is to be construed in harmony with the decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Barnett v. Howard, these difficulties seem 
bound to arise, much to the discomfort and detriment of the 
judgment creditor. 








“ Full Compensation” for Subsoil. 


In the case of Bwillfa and Merthyr Dare Steam Colliery v. 
Pontypridd Waterworks Co. (a case relating to the compensation 
to be paid under the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847 (s. 17), 
for ml which the undertakers required the mineowners not to 
work), Lord Macnacuren observes (1903, A. ©., at p. 430): 
“The question turns on three sections in the Act of 1847, 
ss. 6, 22, and 25. They are to be read together, and if any 
defect or obscurity be found in one, recourse is to be had to 
the whole series of enactments: see Smith v. Great Western 
Railway Co. (3 App. Cas. 165).”” ‘Section 6 requires the under- 
takers to make ‘full compensation,’ for the value of lands 
used for the purpose of their special Act’ and for all damage 
sustained by reason of the exercise of the powers vested in them 
by the special or any general Act.” The case is cited by Farwa.t, 
J., in Manchester Corporation v. New Moss Colliery (Limited) 


(1877, 3 App. Cas.) Lord Carrns observes, at p. 180, referring 
to the Railway Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845: ‘“‘The statute 
makes in the 6th section another provision which is to be read 
along with this 78th section. . That section (6) provides 
that ‘the company shall make to the owners and occupiers of 
and all other parties interested in any lands taken or used for the 
purpose of the railway full compensation for the value of the 
lands so taken or used.’ Of course, lands includes mines, and 
I read this, therefore, as a general provision that all persons 
interested in the mines shall be compensated for the amount of 
their interest therein.” In either case the compensation is to be 
ascertained under the Lands Clauses Act, 1845. 

Has not the expression “full compensation ”’ some bearing on 
the questions which have arisen under these Acts in regard to 
clay (brick and fire clay) which, of course, is included in “ lands” ? 
In Midland Railway Co. v. Haunchwood Brick and Tile Co. (1882, 
20 Ch. D. 552) the term “minerals” was held, and in Midland 
Railway Co. v. Miles (1886, 33 Ch. D. 632) and Ruabon Brick 
and Terra Cotta Co. v. Great Western Railway Co. (1893, 1 Ch. 
427) was admitted, to include clay: see also Arrington v. 
Metropolitan District Railway Co. (19 Ch. D, at p. 571). But in 
Lord Provost and Magistrates of Glasgow and Farie (1888, 13 
App. Cas. 657) it was held (Lord Hzrscue.t dissenting) that 
common clay forming the surface or subsoil of land was not 
included in the reservation in the Waterworks Act. Lord 
Watson, at p. 679, said: ‘‘ The expression ‘the land ’ cannot be 
restricted to vegetable mould or cultivated clay, but it 
naturally includes, and must be held to include, the upper 
soil, including the subsoil, whether it be clay, sand, or 
gravel, and the exceptional depth of the subsoil, while it may 
enhance the compensation payable at the time, affords no 
pe for bringing it within the category of excepted minerals.” 

in Great Western Railway v. Blades (1901, 2 Ch.) Mr. 
Justice Bucxizy observes, at p. 638: “It” [clay] “is a thing 
which has a value of its own, but not a thing which has a value 
of its own apart from the soil in which it is found, for the 
simple reason that it is itself the soil”; and this case was 
approved in Re Zodd Birleston and North-Eastern Railway Co. 
(1903, 1 K. B, 603). 

Smith v. Great Western Railway Co. was mentioned in Erring- 
ton v. Metropolitan District Railway Co., and also, upon another 
point, in the Ruabon case, but it does not appear that otherwise 
that case or section 6 of the Waterworks or Companies Acts was 
cited in any of the above-mentioned cases relating to clay : com- 
pare also Johnstone v. Crompton (1899, 2 Ch. 190). It is observ- 
able that in the Glasgow and Farie case the purchase price was at 
the rate of £600 an acre (13 App. Cas., p. 660), and in Great 
Western Railway Co, v. Blades (1901, 2 Oh., p. 626), £5,500 


ee 
obtained for the mere surface, also that the question ag t 
working the clay arose many years after the purchases, and 

in Earl of Jersey v. Neath Poor Law Union (1889, 22 QB Dp 
at p. 564) Fry, L.J., referring to the Glasgow and Farie case, said: 
‘‘In the construction of a statutory enactment intended to 
regulate the relative rights of a body of persons (purchasing gn 
interest in land for the purpose of constructing works) and the 
previous owner, it is reasonable to anticipate that the purchasers 
would acquire such an interest in the surface as would enable 
the works to be constructed and maintained by the purchasers,” 

In Re Todd and North-Eastern Railway Co. (1903, 1 K. B. 603) 
the company had served a notice to treat upon Topp & Co. for 
the purchase of their interest in certain lands, together with the 
mines and minerals under the same, except coal, ironstone, and 
fireclay. There was under the surface or vegetable soil a bed of 
clay or common brick earth extending to a depth of 100 feet, 
The arbitrator found, as stated in a special case, that if clay wag 
a mineral, the amount to be paid by the company was £7,018, 
but if not, only £4,518. Thus it would seem that he valued the 
clay at £2,500. The Court of Appeal held that the clay was 
not a mineral, no doubt for the purpose of fixing the amount to 
be paid by the company under their notice to treat. The matter 
did not relate to the price of the surface on the initial purchase, 
but could the landowners after this decision give notice under 
section 78 of the Railway Clauses Consolidation Act of their 
intention to work the clay underneath the railway—in other 
words, could they ever get full compensation for this valuable 
material? Again, in that case the company contended (p. 604) 
that they were ‘‘entitled to have left without payment so much 
of the clay under the land to be taken as was necessary for the 
lateral support of the railway already constructed,” but if this 
clay was not a mineral, could or could not the landowners work 
such clay within the forty yards’ limit? or if the company 
obtained an injunction against such working, would it or would 
it not be on the terms of giving compensation, as in Midland 
Railway Co. v. Checkley (lu. R. 4 Eq. 19) ? 

It may be necessary in some cases, as in making a canal, dock, 
or harbour (Zrrington v. Metropolitan District Railway Co., 19 
Ch. D., p. 569), to remove, and in other cases, as in caials and 
reservoirs, to retain part of the subsoil, and it is presu:ned that 
adequate compensation for subsoil so removed or retained should 
be allowed on the occasion of the purchase. In London and 
North-Western Railway Co. v. Evans (1893, 1 Ch., p. 28) Bows, 
L.J., observes: “ The Legislature cannot fairly be supposed to 
intend, in the absence of clear words shewing such intention, 
that one man’s property shall be confiscated for the benefit of 
others or of the public, without compensation being provided for 
him in respect of what is taken compulsorily from him.” 

On the whole, it is submitted that it would be even for the 
interest of companies or others purchasing under these Acts to 
include any valuable sub-soil (whether of clay or other 
materials) under the designation of ‘‘ minerals’’ so as to relieve 
them from paying for it, unless and until it is worked, rather 
than to reckon it as part of the soil, and so to greatly enhance 
the initial compensation; that, at anyrate, having regard to section 
6 in the above-mentioned Acts, landowners ought in some way or 
other to be held entitled to full compensation for such subsoil, 
and that, taking the sections of the Acts together, the most 
reasonable method of providing for such compensation may be 
(subject to any special contract on the purchase as to removal or 
retainer of portion) to include such subsoil, including fire or 
other clay, under the term “‘ minerals,” in accordance with Lord 
HeERrscwEL1’s opinion: see 13 App. Cas, p. 683. 


Mr. Justice Grantham, who was a pupil at King’s College School over 
half a century ago, took the chair at the forty-sixth annual dinner of 
King’s College, London, which was held on the 7th*instant at the Hotel 
Cecil, the attendance numbering over 150. The toast of the ‘‘ Professors 
and Lecturers ”? was to have been proposed by Sir Albert K. Rollit, who 
was, however, through illness prevented at the last moment from 
attending the dinner. The toast of the ‘‘ Imperial Forces ’’ was responded 
to by Sir Charles Boxall, K.O.B., and that of “‘The (iuests’”? by Mr. 
Sidney Webb and the Master of the Temple. Mr. William H. Blaber, 
solicitor, was one of the two joint hon. secretaries and treasurers of this 
year’s dinner, and the names of the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Edward 
Castle, K.C., Sir Edward Clarke, K.C., and Sir John R. Paget, Bart., K.C., 
were included in the list of stewards, and several members of both branches 





for six acres—prices possibly larger than could have been 


of the profession were amongst the guests. Thetoast of ‘‘ The Chairman” 
was proposed by the Hon. W. F. D. Smith, M.P. 
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Reviews. 
The Law of Evidence. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF EVIDENCE AS ADMINISTERED IN 
ENGLAND AND IRELAND, WITH ILLUSTRATIONS FROM Scorcn, 
InpIAN, AMERICAN, AND OTHER LEGAL Systems. By His Honour 
the late Judge Pirr TAytor. TentrH Epirion. By W. E. Hume 
Wuu1aMs, K.C. Two Votumes. Sweet & Maxwell. 


This is one of those few firmly established and authoritative 
treatises which have made for themselves such a position as to be 
almost outside the range of criticism. Taylor on Evidence has no 
real rival in the world of law books, and for some sixty years has 
been accepted as a reliable guide by our judges and by tlie profession 
a week was originally founded on an American book, a Treatise 
on the Law of Evidence, by Dr. Greenleaf, a learned American 

lessor, @ work of great authority at one time in the United States. 

e arrangement of that work was to a large extent adopted, and has 
been virtually retained through all the ten editicns of Taylor. Eleven 
years have elapsed since the ninth edition was published, and in that 
time many important decisions have been given, and many important 
Acts have been passed which bear on the subject, so that the ninth 
edition was somewhat out of date, and a new edition was required 
to enable the book to keep its unique position of authority, 

We believe that in the new edition the profession have got what 
was demanded, and now have a Taylor carefully and ably brought 

to date. But in bringing the book up to date we are glad to 
see that the original text has been altered as little as possible, and 
that much of the quaint phraseology has been left untouched. To 
fully test the completeness and accuracy of such a work (the text of 
of which extends to over 1,300 pages) it is necessary to use the book 
in practice for a considerable time. As far, however, as reasonable 
examination can supply a test, we can certify to the accuracy of the 
book, and can cordially recommend it to the profession. 





The London Building Acts. 


Tue LonpDoN BurILpING Acts, 1894 To 1905, witH ILLUSTRATIONS 
AND NoTES, AND THE BYE-LAWS, REGULATIONS, AND STANDING 
ORDERS OF THE CounciL, &o,, &c. _ By E. ARAKIE COHEN, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Few barristers or solicitors whose business is substantial, and lies 
chiefly in London, can avoid the necessity of sometimes having to 
consider the provisions of the London Building Acts. And as one of 
the three Acts included under that description contains 218 sections and 
four schedules, there are few subjects which more urgently require a 
carefully annotated and indexed copy of the statutes relating thereto. 
This requirement is abundantly satisfied by this book, upon which it 
is evident that there has been expended quite unusual amount of 
labour and care. The book commences with a short introduction, 
which is a summary of the law. Then follow the Acts of 1894, 1898, 
and 1905, each section of which is carefully annotated with references 
to judicial decisions and to other statutes, and with appropriate cross- 
references. The book is an exhaustive and accurate study of a very 
technical subject, bristling with legal difficulties, and we advise every 
practitioner obliged to deal with the subject to supply himself with a 
copy. 





Stone’s Justices’ Manual. 


Stone's Justices’ MANUAL: BEING THE YEARLY Justices’ PRAc- 
TICE FOR 1906. With TABLE oF STATUTES, TABLE OF CASEs, 
APPENDIX OF FoRMS, AND TABLE OF PUNISHMENTS. THIRTY- 
EIGATH Epition. Edited by J. R. Roserts, Solicitor, Clerk to 
the Justices of Newcastle. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co. 


The chief feature in this new edition of Stone is an entirely new 
and greatly improved index. The index has been a somewhat 
weak point in past editions, the sub-headings being confused 
and not easy of quick reference. These faults have now entirely 
disappeared, and the practitioner who has to turn up @ point 
with the least possible delay will find his task much simplified. 
The most important new Act noticed is undoubtedly the Aliens Act, 
which duly appears in the text, together with rules made thereunder. 
The Licensing Act, 1904, has already supplied a large amount of 
work for the judges, and a number of important decisions thereon 
are here noted, some of which had not been reported in any of the 
regular series of reports when the book was published. As every 
session of Parliament lays some new duties upon justices, so every 
new edition of Stone has to shew some increase in size. It has now 
reached 1,309 pages in addition to 143 pages of tables, &c., but we 
venture to say there are few books in existence which, in the same 


space, contain such an immense mass of well-digested information, 
The work seems to be well and carefully edited and kept well up to 
date, and (as in years past) we have no hesitation in recommending it 
to the profession. 





Books of the Week. 


A Treatise on the Law of Master and Servant, including therein 
Masters and Workmen in Every Description of Trade and Occupa- 
tion, with an Appendix of Statutes. By CHARLES Man tey SMITH, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. SixtH Epirion. By Ernest Manigy 
SMITH, Barrister-at-Law. WiTH NoTES ON THE CANADIAN Law 
by A. C. ForEsTER Bovutron, M.P., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 

The Practitioner’s Guide to the Duties of Executors and 
Administrators, from Death to Distribution; with which is Incor- 
porated Layton and Hart’s Practical Guide to the Making and 
Proving of Wills. Tuirp Eprrion. Revised and Corrected by 
J. F. C. Bennett, Solicitor, and E. J. EapEs, Manager in the 
Probate and Estate Duty Department of Waterlow Bros. & Layton 
(Limited). Waterlow Bros. & Layton (Limited), 

A Digest of English Civil Law. By Epwarp Jenks, M.A., 
B.C.L., Editor, W. M. GELDART, M A., R. W. LEE, M.A., B.C.L., 
W. 8S. Hotpsworth, D.C.L., J. C. Mites. M.A., Barristers-at-Law. 
Boox II., Part I.: Law or Contract (GENERAL). By R. W. LEE. 
Butterworth & Co, 


Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
PALETHORPE ». HOME BREWERY (LIM.). No. 1. May 3rd. 


LANpDLoRD AND TEnNant—Covenant—Licensep Hovse—Kezerr anp Conpuct 
THE Same mn A ReoutarR AND Proper Manner — Knowrnoty Do or 
Surrer Any Act Wnuererny Renewat or Licence May ne Rerusep— 
AnsoLuTE CovENANT.. 

al from a judgment of Farwell, J. By a lease, dated the 
let - gi 1897, “Of ‘a licensed beerhouse the defendants, who were 
the lessees, covenanted with the plaintiff, who was the lessor, that 
they would not during the term open or use the house, or suffer the 
same to be opened or used, for any other purpose than as a beerhouse, 

‘and also will at all times during the said term keep and conduct 

the same in a regular and proper manner in every respect, and will 

apply for and use their best endeavours when required to obtain a 

renewal of the existing licence or permission of her Majesty’s justices of 

the peace for the vending of wines, ale, beer, and tobacco on the said 
licensed premises, and shall not knowingly or willingly do or suffer any act 
whereby the same may become indorsed, forfeited, or the renewal thereof 
refused, and will not commit any offence against the licensing laws for the 

time being in force.”” The defendants sublet the house and premises to a 

tenant from year toyear, who wassubsequently convicted of having permitted 

drunkenness on the premises, and the renewal of the licence was in 
consequence refused. The plaintiffs thereupon brought an action against 
the defendants to recover damages for breach of the above covenant. 

Farwell, J., held that the covenant to keep and conduct the house in a 

regular and proper manner in — respect was an absolute covenant by 

the defendants, and was not qualified by the subsequent part of the 
covenant, and that there had been a breach of it, and he gave judgment 
for the plaintiff for damages. The defendants appealed. 

Tur Covrr (VavcHan Wruttrams, Srmime, and Movrrox, LJJ.) 
dismissed the a’ > si 

VAUGHAN Witsss, L.J., said that there = here a positive covenant 

to keep and conduct the house ina proper manner in every 
seapenh, and as a matter of fact in the events which had happened the 
defendants had failed to do so. They had broken.that absolute covenant. 
It was said that the decision of the House of Lords in Bryant v. Hancock 
(1899, A. C. 442) was in point, and that the first part of the covenant 
must be read as applicable to conduct apart from offences against the 
licensing laws. In opinion Bryant v. Hancock did not apply. As 
stated by Collins, M.R., in Wilson v. Twamley (52 W. R. 529; 1904, 2 K. B. 
99), the covenant in Bryant v. Hancock was divided into two parts, and it 
was held that the subject-matter of the first part must be limited, so as to 
give effect to the qualification imported by the word “‘ wilfully”’ in the 
second part. No such difficulty arose here, there being a positive covenant 
by the defendants to keep and conduct the house in a regular and proper 
manner in every respect, which had been broken. 

Srretinc and Movtron, L.JJ., agreed.—Counset, Montague Lush, K.C., 

and Arthur Houston ; Hugo Young, K.C., and Wood Hill. Soxrcrrons, Field, 

Roscoe, § Co., for Warren § Allen, Nottingham ; Dawes ¢ Sons. 

| Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


STUCKEY AND OTHERS v. HOOKE. No. 1. 3rd May. 


Facrory Acrs—Unpercrounp Baxernovuss — Certiricars — Srrucrurat 
ALTERATIONS — AProRTIONMENT BY Court or Summary JvuRispicrrion — 
Expenses or—Covenant sy Tenant To Pay “‘ Ovureores ” — Facrory 
anp Worksuor Act, 1901 (1 Ep. 7, c. 22), 8. 101, sun-secrron 8. 


from the judgment of Warrington, J. The plaintiffs’ pre- 
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ises, 21, Oaledonian-road (now in the metropolitan borough of 


slington), which was used as a baker’s shop with an underground bake- 


house, for the term of twenty-one years from the 24th of June, 1888, at 


the yearly rent of £65; and the lessee covenanted to ‘‘ bear, pay, and 
the main drainage and sewers rates and taxes, and all burdens, 
duties, assessments, outgoings, and impositions whatsoever which now are 
or at any time or times during the said term shall be rated, taxed, charged, 
assessed, or imposed on the said premises hereby demised or any part thereof, 
or upon the landlord or tenant in respect thereof or of the rent hereby 
reserved (landlord’s property tax only excepted).’’ The defendant became 
the assignee of the term, and occupied and used the underground bakehouse 
assuch. In 1903 the Islington Borough Council refused to certify, under 
section 101, sub-section 2, of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, that 
the underground bakehouse was suitable for the purpose unless certain 
structural alterations were made. The plaintiffs and defendant could not 
agree as to the apportionment of the expenses of the alterations necessary 
to obtain the certificate, and accordingly the defendant applied to a 
metropolitan magistrate under section 101, sub-section 8, of the Act, who, 
after Luscing both parties, apportioned the expenses as follows: Three- 
fourths to be borne by the plaintiffs and one-fourth by the defendant. 
The plaintiffs executed the necessary works, and brought this action to 
recover the whole of the expenses thereof from the defendant under the 
covenant in the lease. The defendant paid £50, being one-fourth of the 
expenses, into court. Warrington, J., gave judgment for the plaintiffs 
for the full amount. The defendant appealed. 
Tue Cover (Vavenan Wrii1ams, Srretixe, and Movtron, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 
Vavenan Wiis, L.J., said that the case was governed by the 
principle of the decision of the Court of Appeal in Horner v. Franklin 
(1905, 1 K. B. 479). There the court held that the county court judge 
was appointed the sole authority to determine by whom and in what 
proportion the expenses of making the necessary alterations to provide 
means of escape in case of fire in a factory, under section 7, sub-section 2, 
of the Factory and Workshop Act, (now section 14, sub-sections 2, 
3, 4, of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901), should be borne, and that 
the jurisdiction of the High Court to entertain an action against the 
lessee to recover the expenses upon his covenant to pay “‘ outgoings ”’ 
was excluded. Section 101, sub-section 8, of the Act of 1901 was 
governed by the same principle, a court of summary jurisdiction being 
appointed the statutory tribunal to determine the question instead of a 
county court. The cases of Goldstein vy. Hollingsworth and Morris v. Beal 
were not inconsistent with that view, because those cases came before the 
Divisional Court by way of case stated by a magistrate, and the court 
was therefore only exercising an appellate jurisdiction, their function 
being to say whether the magistrate, who undoubtedly had jurisdiction, 
had decided rightly or not. The court was not then discussing any 
mestion of an action to recover the expenses. In his opinion, therefore, 
court had no jurisdiction to entertain this action, the only remedy 
being by way of application to a court of summary jurisdiction, under 
section 101, sub-section 8. 
c, LJ., a 
Movuttox, L.J., In his opinion section 101, sub-section 8, of 
the Act of 1901 made the court of summary jurisdiction the statutory 
arbitrator to determine by whom and in what proportion the expenses of 
the structural alterations should be borne ; and in arriving at his decision 
the arbitrator had to take into consideration as part, but only as part, of 
the circumstances of the case the terms of the contract between the 
parties.—Counset, J. BE. Bankes, K.C., and R. Cunningham Glen; Danek- 
werts, K.C., and D. M. Kerly. Souicriors, Gellatly & Son; Young & Sons. 
[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re TILLAR, DECEASED. TILLAR v. PAULL. Kekewich, J. 5th May. 


Wirt — Consravcrion—Girt or Wuotr or Reat Estatre—Excrrtion or 
PersowaL Errects. 

The testator by his wil] gave and bequeathed unto his brother the whole 
ot his real estate with the following exceptions, and then followed a 
legacy of £600 free of duty and his personal effects at Fowey to his cousin, 
and a legacy of £50 to someone else. When the testator died he had no 
real estate, but he had some a year or two previously, which had been 
sold proceeds placed on deposit ata bank. A will had been drawn 
up which the testator refused to sign because the word “ real ’’ was not in 

only signed it when that word was inserted. This summons was 


z 
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taken ou the brother to decide whether he was not entitled to the 
whole of the testator’s personal estate, subject to the payment of the debts 
and legacies. It was contended on his behalf that the testator had shewn 
an intention to dispose of all his estate by the fact that he had excepted 
his personal effects, and that real estate had been held to pass under a 
bequest of estate. For the next-of-kin it was argued that the 
testator had intentionally used a word with a technical meaning and that 
consequently full effect must be given to that meaning. 

Kexewicn, J., said that this case must be decided according to a principle 
which was not confined to wills, but was also applicable to other documents 
and even to oral communications. The principle was put in the clearest 
manner by Lord Widon in Hotham v. Sutton (15 Vesey, at p. 326), where 
said: “ The express exception of money out of the other effects shews 

understanding that it would have passed by those words ; that express 
were required to exclude it; and by force of the exclusion in the 
article she says she thought that the words of her bequest would 


it 


= 
Applying that principle to the present case, the testator gave all hjy 

estate with the following exceptions, and then followed two legacies of 
money and of his agg effects. He thought that those would pass 
under the general legacy of his real estate unless they were exp 
excepted, and that shewed an intention that the whole of his cata a 
those exceptions, should pass under the description of real estate. What 
did it matter whether ‘‘ real estate ’’ was a correct description or not? The 
testator intended what he thought, and therefore there would a declarg. 
tion that the plaintiff was entitled to the whole estate of the testator 
subject to the two legacies.—Counset, P. 0. Lawrence, K.C., and R, ¥ 
Stephenson; Ingpen, K.C., and Kerly; Stewart Smith, K.C., and Cozens. 
Hardy ; Ashton Cross. Soxrcrrors, A. B. Sanders, for J. A. Dixon, Gates. 
head ; J. C. Button § Co., for J. Messer Bennetts, Truro. 


{Reported by R, Franxuiw Stussina, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re ALFRED MELSON & CO. (LIM.). Buckley, J. ist May. 


Company—WInpinGc-urp—Perition ny JupGmMeNT Crepiror —WIinpine-pp 
Oxper—Business or Company CarrRigpD ON BY DERBENTURE-HOLDERS— 
Just anp Equrrante—Compantes Acr, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 79, 
SUB-SECTIONS 4, 5. 


Petition. This was a petition to wind up the above company com- 
pulsorily, and was presented by the Bradford Dyers Association (Limited), 
who had recovered judgment against the company for £98 15s. 3d. on the 
1st of December, 1905. The company was incorporated in 1897 and had 
a paid-up capital of £2,507. It had also a debt on debentures charged on 
the undertaking and all the property and assets of £5,500. Since the date 
of the judgment a further sum of £1,000 had been borrowed on the security 
of prior lien debentures. No receiver had been appointed, and the busi- 
ness of the company was being carried on by the debenture-holders, who 
were in possession of the assets. For the petitioners it was urged that the 
balance-sheet of December, 1905, shewed a surplus available for paymeht 
of creditors, and that even if the assets should prove insufficient for that 
purpose the court had jurisdiction to make the order asked for: Re Chie 
(Limited) (53 W. R. 659 ; 1905, 2 Ch. 345). The company opposed on the 
ground that if the winding-up order were made the petitioner could 
receive nothing in the winding-up, as the debentures more than exhausted 
the assets of the company, 


Bucxiey, J., after reviewing the facts, said: The company say the 
debentures would exhaust the assets, and that there would be nothing to 
wind up. If that is so, the company are not really and in substance 
carrying on business at all. It is the debenture-holders who are 
carrying on the business in the name of the company and using its credit, 
By ordering goods in the name of the company and incurring debts for 
which the company are liable they are availing themselves of the state of 
the law to which I drew attention in Re London Pressed Hinge Co. (Limited), 
Campbell v. The Company (49 Soxrcrrors’ Jovrnat 334, 53 W. R. 407; 
1905, 1 Ch. 576). This ought ought not to be allowed. In the earlier 
cases, Re St. Thomas’ Dock Co. (1876, 24 W. R. 544, 2 Ch. D. 116) and 
Re Chapel House Colliery Co. (1883, 27 Soxicrrons’ Jovrnwat 616, 31 
W. R. 933, 24 Ch. D. 259), it had been decided that a creditor asking for 
a winding-up order, where other creditors opposed, must shew some 
expectation of obtaining payment. These cases, however, were decided 
loug before debentures had reached their modern development. It had 
never been laid down that the court was obliged to refuse the order in 
cases where other creditors did not oppose. In such cases the court has 
a discretion under section 79, sub-section 5, of the Companies Act, 1862, and 
J think under this section I am entitled to say that a company conducted 
under such circumstances ought not to goon, and that there ought to be a 
winding-up order. It is said that the company has no assets. On the facts 
put forward by the company I am not satisfied that they represent the 
true position of affairs. The balance-sheet of 1905 shews a surplus 
of assets over liabilities of nearly £3,000, and unless the ‘‘over- 
draft of Mr. Melson, £3,787’’—the vendor to the company—is bad, as to 
which I have no evidence, I am not satisfied that the order would be 
barren. I ought to add this, with regard to the holding of the debentures. 
A Mr. Baring Gould holds £4,100 debentures and £500 prior lien deben- 
tures. £500 prior lien debentures are held by Mr. Paxton and £1,400 
debentures are held by Mr. Seal, solicitor to the company. The persons 
substantially carrying on the business are not the company, but a limited 
number of individuals, In that state of facts I think the order ought to 
be made, and I make the usual compulsory winding-up order.— 
Counset, Buckmaster, K.C., and Ashton Cross; Kirby. Sou.acrrons, Wynne- 
Baxter & Keeble, tor Banks, Newell, &§ Hammmd, Bradford ; 8. 8. Seal. 


{Reported by Epwanp J. M. Cuar.in, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re CARY-ELWES CONTRACT AND 2te THE VENDOR AND PURCHASER 
ACT, 1874. Swinfen Eady, J. 16th March; 5th April; 3rd May. 


Venpor anp Purcnasern—Lanps Criavses Consonipation Acts—Pvuntic 
Avrnoxiry Comervityp to Take A Conveyance or Easement CompuL- 
sOKILY ACQUIRED, sy 


Summons. This was a summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874, taken out by Mr. V. D. H. Cary-Elwes as vendor against the Scun- 
thorpe Urban District Council as purchasers. Under the Scunthor 
Urban District Water Act of 1903, which incorporated all the mate 
portions of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts and of the Waterworks 
Clauses Acts, 1847 to 1863, the district council gave notice to treat for 


certain lands and for certain easements and rights over other 
lands in the possession of the applicant. Arbitration proceed- 
ings followed, and in the course of the arbitration objection was taken 
on behalf of the vendor that the rights and easements in regard to 
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———————— 
excess of those authorized under the special Act of 1903. An agreement 
was made that the notice to treat should be regarded as amended, and 
‘before the arbitration began there was correspondence between the parties 
with a view to reduce the area of land over which easements were to be 
. The solicitors for the council agreed to confine the land over 
which easements for pipes were to be acquired to a strip fifteen feet wide, 
and sent an amended plan shewing the alteration. The vendor’s solicitors, in 
reply, pointed out that, though the proposed alteration had been made con- 
fining the easement to a narrow strip, yet the whole of the land in question 
was shewn surrounded with a black boundary line with the words ‘‘limits 
of deviation on deposited plans” inserted. The council’s Solicitors 
answered, ‘‘ We cannot eliminate the lines of deviation without incurring 
a large expense which is unnecessary, and we hereby undertake that in 
the conveyance of the property we will not ask that these lines should be 
shewn on the plan to the deed.”” Subsequently the council took up the 
ition that, as they did not wish for a conveyance, no convéyance need be 
executed at all. They said that they were content to rest their title for the 
present on the Act of Parliament, the notice to treat and the consequent 
award, and contended that, though entitled to require a conveyance, they 
could not be required to accept one against their will. The reason 
iven for their wish to do without a conveyance was that the 
land in question was only a small piece, and the council did not 
consider it necessary to spend more money upon its acquisition than 
they had already done. For the vendor it was contended that 
the council were bound to complete their contract by taking a conveyance, 
exactly as they would have been bound to do under a voluntary agreement 
to purchase. The vendor desired a permanent record of the sale to exist in 
pe to avoid uncertainty as to the extent of the easements granted to the 
possible future detriment of his adjoining property. 

Swovren Eapy, J., in a reserved judgment, said that it was well estab- 
lished that in a compulsory purchase a contract specifically enforceable by 
either party existed as soon as the notice to treat had been given and the 
price ascertained. Further, in Re Pigott and the Great Western Railway Co. 
(29 W. R. 729, 18 Ch. D. 146), Jessel, M.R., had held that in such a case all 
the ordinary rules as to specific performance applied unless there was some 
statutory enactment to the contrary. In Harding v. Metropolitan Railwag 
0, (20 W. R. 321, L. R. 7 Ch. 154) the railway company were compelled 
against their will to take an assignment of leasehold premises which they 
had taken compulsorily and had already paid for. In fact, after the price 
had been ascertained in a compulsory purchase the purchaser was in the 
same position as an ordinary purchaser and would be compelled by a court 
of equity to complete the purchase. Now, the intention of the parties to 
an ordinary contract for sale of real property was that upon payment of 
the purchase-money the property should be conveyed by a duly executed 
deed and this was an implied term of every such contract. Equity indeed 
considered the vendor as a trustee of the estate for the purchaser, and 
the purchaser as a trustee of the purchase-money for the vendor: 
Sugden’s Vendors and Purchasers (14th ed.), 175. It was not, however, 
within the contemplation of the parties that the vendor should 
remain a trustee for the purchaser for an indefinite period. 
In due course the property and the legal and equitable estate 
in it was intended to be conveyed to the purchaser. Under a statutory 
purchase the position was the same, and a conveyance must be executed, 
except in those cases where the Act of Parliament itself operated as a con- 
veyance, That position was recognized by the Finance Act, 1895 (58 Vict. 
e, 16), 8. 12, which required in the case of a purchase authorized by any 
Act of Parliament that a properly stamped instrument of conveyance 
should be produced to the commissioners withiy three months after the 
completion of the purchase. There would be judgment that the respondents 
were bound to take a conveyance to be settled in case of disagreement 
under the direction of the court.—CovunsrL, Sargant; H. Fellows. Soutci- 
Tors, Zumplin, Taylor, & Joseph ; Collyer-Bristow, § Co., for Freer, Hett, § 
Rett, Brigg. 

{Reported by C, H. Carpen Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
REX v. DUGUID. C.C.R. 5th May. 


Ormanan Law—Conspreacy to Take Curp Unper Fovarrsn Away 
rrom Custopy or Gvarptan—Cnarcre Not Marnraranie Acarst 
THE Moruer—Imuunitry or One Derenpant Has no Brarinc oN 
THE CxarnGr or Consprracy Mapr Acarnst THE Orner Derenpant— 
Orrences Acarnst THE Person Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr. c. 100), s. 56. 
Case stated by Walton, J., on the trial of Thomas Irving Duguid and 

Esther Quayle, who were tried before him on the 28th of February, 

at the Newcastle Winter Sessions, for conspiring unlawfully to remove 

Amelia Mary Chetwynd, a child under fourteen years of age, from the 

possession of her lawful guardian, Christopher Leyland. The indict- 

Ment contained seventeen counts. Both defendants were acquitted of 

counts 1 to 8 inclusive and on count 17, and Quayle was acquitted 

on all the counts of the indictment. Duguid was convicted on counts 

9 to 16, counts 1 to 8 charged Duguid and Quayle with conspiring 

er contrary to section 56 of the Offences Against the Person Act, 

1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c. 100), to take away, decoy, entice, and detain the 

by force and fraud with intent to deprive Leyland of the possession 
hereof, Counts 9 to 16 charged them with conspiring with Mrs. 

Chetwynd, the mother of the child, to commit the same offence. Section 56 

enacts that whosoever shall by force or fraud take away or detain any 

child under fourteen with intent to deprive the guardian of possession 
thereof shall be guilty of a felony, ‘‘ provided that any Ly. who shall 
have acquired any right to the on of the child or shall be the father 
of an illegitimate child shall be liable to be prosecuted by virtue thereof 


the possession of any person having the lawful custody 
| Sho possi of ony panes bale case should 

to argue against the conviction that as the only conspiracy alleged in 
counts 9 to 16 was a cons; to commit the 

56 of the Act of 1861, and the only ies to the 
as found by the jury were the defi t i 
Chetwynd, who by reason of the proviso in the section could not be 
prosecuted for the offence in reference to her own child, it was open to 
argument whether Duguid could be said to have ‘ ” within the 
meaning of the section with one who was not liable to prosecution under 
| the Act. The learned judge sentenced Duguid to imprisonment and fine, 
| but deferred the sentence i the decision of this court. The 
| defendant appeared in person, and stated that he was unable to instruct 
counsel for want of means. Counsel for the prosecution read the case, 
which stated that in August, 1905, by agreement between Duguid and 
Mrs. Chetwynd, the former undertook to remove the child out of the 
possession of her guardian, and that he in concert with Mrs. Ch 

did certain acts to that end, receiving from the mother in all a sum of 
£500. Mrs. Chetwynd had obtained a divorce from her husband. 

Tae Court (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Kennepy, Riotey, Darwre. 
and Watron, JJ.) held that there was evidence upon which the jury could 
find that there was an agreement between Mrs. Chetwynd and Duguid that 
he should do an unlawful and felonious act. Therefore, primd facie, on 
that offence being established against one of the two persons 
there was an unlawful conspiracy. Assuming that Mrs. Chetwynd could 
not be prosecuted (as to which the court expressed no opinion), the 
immunity of one person which would ent her from being proceeded 
against bad no bearing on the charge o' conspiracy made against another. 
Conviction affirmed.—Counse., Scott-For, K.C., and Youll. Sorscrrors, 
Robertson § Bradley, for B. Clark, Newcastle. 

| Reported by Eesxixe Rein, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


REX v. BRIGHTON CORPORATION. Er parte SHOESMITH. 
Div. Court. 26th and 30th April. 


HicHway—ALTERATION AND Maxine up sy Locat Avrnorrry—ORrbDERS FOR 
Payment or Monry—Unnecessany Expenprrure—Pvs.ic Roap ApapTEep 
FoR Moror-car Ractne—Pvnuiic Heatran Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vier. c. 55), 

-?.s. 149—Mvnicrpat Corporations Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 50), s. 141. 


Rule nisi calling on the Corporation of Brighton to shew cause why a 
writ of certiorari should not issue to remove into the High Court certain 
orders and resolutions made on July and August, 1905, by the council 
whereby it was ordered that the treasurer of the ugh should pay to the 
— Yee eee em two several — of £2,500 ee pen upon the 

oun t the expenditure was wasteful, extravagant, and unnecessary, 
a therefore illegal, and that the ion had no jurisdiction or 
authority to make it. Affidavits shewed that the corporation had spent these 
sums in altering and making Madeira-road, Brighton, a public highway 
and completing its surface with tar macadam, in view of a con’ 
motor-car competition by the Automobile Club, and then sought to cast 
the expense so incurred upon the ratepayers. Against the rule it was said, 
first, that there had been delay, and secondly, that it had been obtained on 
the alleged ground that the cost incurred was ultra vires and consequently 
illegal. The fact was that there had been no unreasonable delay, that the 
laying of this road with tarmac was a most excellent way of paving it, and 
though it was perfectly true that the immediate occasion of adopting this 
method of paving the road was the fact that a motor competition was con- 
templated, yet the question had been brought before the i 
many years before and they were acting strictly within their powers in 
adopting this form of pavement. If thas were so, and if the thing to be 
done was in the discretion of the local authority, then this court no 
power to interfere with their act. In support of the rule it was urged that 
undoubtedly the corporation had not expended this money acting witHin 
their powers at all, but w/tra vires and in excess of their powers. It was 
incorrect to say that the court could only interfere if it were shewn that 
the corporation had exceeded their powers. The difference between 
dealing with the borough fund under the Municipal Corporations Act, 
1882, and an urban authority, which the corperation were, 
under the Public Health Act, was this. An ordinary urban district council 


under the Public Health Act would be liable to have s against 
them moneys they had spent which the auditors considered had been 
wasteful and extravagant ; but where, as here, the tion were the 


urban authority, the auditors had no power to surcharge atall. Thecourt 
sat as a court of appeal against any wasteful expenditure in such a case ; 
indeed the only means of surcharging a corporation was by coming to that 
court, Cur. ade. vult, 

Lord Auvsrstone, O©.J., said the case was one of very great importance, 
because the rule asked them to quash orders for the ment of a very 
considerable sum of money. If there had been evidence that the altering 
of the road in the way suggested was the result of a consideration by the 
urban authority as to the needs of the road ‘as the occasion required,”’ 
then the question whether this expenditure was a bend Ade and proper one 
or was so unreasonable as to be illegal would not have arisen. 1 might 
be cases in which the expenditure was so je as to amount to it 
being w/trd vires, and he wished to ay CS as to what the powers of 
the court might be in such a case section 141. Looking at all the 
circumstances of the case he thought the rule ought to be made absolute, 

Rincay and Daxtrxa, JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. Rule made 
absolute.—Counsan, Sir R, B. Finlay, K.C., J. Biden Bankes, K.C., and 
B. E. Humphrys; Montague Lush, K.C,, Pollock, K.C., and WY. A. Casson, 
Souicrrons, Boxall ¢ Boxall, for Ruge Talbot, Town Clerk, Brighton ; Gets 





$ Burnand, Brighton, 
(Reported by Easxrxe Rear, Bsy., Barrister-at-Law.) 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re PILLING. Fx parte CHAPMAN. Bigham, J. 3rd May. 


Banxrvrtcy — Motion sy Foreigner Resmpent Ovrt of THE JURISDICTION 
—Srcuriry ror Costs. 


Application for an order that a foreigner resident out of the jurisdiction 
who had served a notice of motion in the bankruptcy should give security 
for costs. The applicant Chapman was a creditor who had proved in the 
bankruptcy, and whose proof had been admitted. The respondent, 
Madame de Kohnilé, a foreigner resident out of the jurisdiction, and 
having no property within the jurisdiction, served a notice of motion on 
Chapman asking that his proof should be expunged, or alternatively for a 


declaration that she had an interest in the dividends receivable thereunder | 


subject to prior charges thereon. 

Brenam, J., refused to order her to give security for costs. He had no 
doubt that the court had jurisdiction to order security to be given, but 
it was obvious that the jurisdiction shonld not be exercised without 
good reason. In a recent case (Re Hirsch, Ex parte Krause, No. 98 
of 1905, unreported) he had made an order against a foreigner for 
security for costs, but in that case the notice of motion set up a claim 
to certain specifie property in the hands of the trustee which might have 
been set up by an action commenced by writ, and if it had been so tom- 
menced security for costs would have been ordered as a matter of course. 
The present motion was more like a claim to prove in the bankruptcy, and 
in such applications it had been held that security would only be ordered 
in extreme cases: Re Semenza, Ex parte Paget (42 W. R. 241; 1894, 1 Q. B. 
15). In the present case it seemed very improbable from the affidavits 
that the costs would not be recoverable.—Cotnse., Whinney ; Carrington. 
Soricwrors, Rollins, Billing, & Co. ; Blount, Lynch, § Petre. 


Reported by P. M. Fraxcxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Solicitors Suspended. 
May 8.—Grorce James VANpERPUMP, suspended for two years from the 
24th of November, 1906. 
May 8.—Ernxest Hyam Wurrr, 19, Princes-street, Hanover-square, 
London, suspended for three years from the Ist of June, 1906. 








Societies. 


Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s hall, Chancery-lane, on the 9th inst., Mr. 
F. P. Morrell, M.A. (Oxford), in the chair, the other directors present 
being Sir George Lewis, Bart., Sir John Hollams, and Messrs. W. C. 
Blandy (Reading), W. H. Cockburn (Brighton), A. Davenport, W. Dowson, 
Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), C. Goddard, W. H. Gray, J. R. B. Gregory, 
L. W. N. Hickley, W. G. King, J. F. Milne (Manchester), R. Pennington, 
J.P., W. A. Sharpe, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £285 was dis- 
tributed in grants of relief. Six new members were admitted to the 
association, and other general business was transacted. 





United Law Society. 


April 30.—Mr. W. Weigall in the chair.—The minutes of the last 
meeting were read and confirmed. Mr. H. ©. Bickmore moved the 
following resolution : ‘‘ That the present state of the law as to the con- 
tractual liabilities of women is unsatisfactory.”” Mr. Kains Jackson 
opposed, and after some discussion the resolution was carried by the 
casting vote of the chairman. 





Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s hall on Thursday, the 3rd inst., Mr. T. H. Gardiner in the chair, 
the other directors present were Mr. 8S. J. Daw, Mr. E. TI. Brandon, Mr. 
R. H. Peacock, Mr. A. Toovey, Mr. Mark Waters, and Mr. W. M. Wood- 
house. The date of the annual general court was fixed for the 31st inst. 
Three new members were elected, and other general business was 
transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the bar on Wednesday : 
Laxcoix’s-1xx.—R. M. Lowe (certificate of honour, C.L.E., Easter, 1906), 
Coll., Oxford, B.A.; W. Dulley (certificate of honour, C.L.E., 
Easter, 1906); L. T. Ford (certificate of honour, C.L.E., Hilary, 1906), 
Merton Coll., Oxford, B.A.; W.H. Williams, Oxford Univ., B.A.; A. 8. 
Gaye, Trin. ona rag “sow H. A. A. van Someren; Ratanchand 
Revachand PBugtani: Dwijen Nath Basu, Calcutta Univ.; P. A. 
Pellerin; and A. 8, Ward. 





Inner Tempite.—R. G. McDonald, B.A., LL.B., Camb. (holder of g 
certificate of honour awarded Trinity term, 1905) ; G. P. Heywood, B.A, 
Camb.; G. F. Walker, B.A., Camb. ; ©. B. R. Ellis, B.A., Camb. ; L, Ff. 
Loyd, Camb. ; M. B. Blake, B.A., Oxford ; G. B. Duncan, B.A., Camb, ; 
A. C. Grainger, B.A., Oxford; C. E. Wade, M.A., Oxford; B. w, 
Worthington, Dublin; W. K. Chandler, B.A., Camb. ; Jaffer Hajeebhai, 
Camb.; A. 8. van Hees, Camb. ; Norman Kendal, B.A., Oxford; J. A, 
Pate, B.A., LL.D., Camb.; and C. T, Flower, M.A., Oxford. 

Mippie Tempie.—Harry Jones, W. A. Savage, Syed Agha Hasan, T. A, 
Gardner, B.A., LL.B., Trin. Hall, Camb., J. Nissim, B.A-, Bombay and 
Camb. Univ., scholar of St. John’s Coll., Camb., W. D. Knocker, K. G, 
Walker, J. M. A. G. Rousset, Elsley Zeitlyn, Captain John Hall-Dalwood, 
M. H. Carter, E. G. Clark, G. Tully-Christie. 

Gray’s-1nn.—Muhammad Abdullah Al-Mimun Suhrawardy, M.A,, 
London and Calcutta; J. Topham; D. D. Galbraith; C. Evans; 
Mahomad Hoosen Abdoolally Havelivala; Tayab Ali Paliwalla; Guru 
Saday Dutt, Bacon Scholar, Gray’s-inn, 1904; F. S. Foley, LL.B, 
Manchester. 








Companies. 


Law Fire Insurance Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the Law Fire Insurance Society was held 
on Tuesday, at the Society’s House, Chancery-lane, Sir Ricuarp 
Nicnotson, the chairman, presiding. 

The Secretary (Mr. W. J. Vine) having read the notice convening the 
meeting, : 

The Cuamman, in moving the adoption of the report, referred in 
sympathetic terms to the loss which the board had sustained in the deaths 
of Mr. Rooper and Mr. Hellard. Mr. Rooper had been a director for 
forty-nine years, and before that had served as auditor for several years ; 
and Mr. Hellard had been on the board for some twelve years. He then 
spoke of the recent terrible catastrophe at San Francisco, observing that the 
sympathy of the civilized world had gone out towards the sufferers. But one 
effect had been that insurance societies had been very badly hit, though 
the Law Fire was not affected, because they did not accept foreign risks, 
Turning to the accounts, he said the net premium income for 1905 had 
amounted to £166,256 9s. 3d., shewing an increase of £2,028 13s. 1ld 
over that of 1904, and while one of course would have been delighted if 
it had been a great deal more, one could not but feel that the active 
competition amongst offices for the kind of business taken by the Law 
Fire was such as to preclude the expectation of a very large increase 
in the income of the society for the present. Although the society’s 
increase was only £2,000, it was a matter of congratulation that they 
did not come within the category of some offices which shewed a very 
different result. He had before him some figures which shewed that the 
loss of business of some half-dozen companies as compared with 1904 
ranged from £100 to £24,000, the average being something like £9,000 for 
the year. ‘Theassets shewed an increase in the shape of interest on invest- 
ments to the extent of £560. The question was whether they were 
getting all the business they had a right to expect. The office could 
claim the support of the public and the shareholders and all interested in 
the society on grounds which ought to commend themselves to everybody 
who wished to insure. The society offered undoubted security, they 
had a careful administration of their affairs and a strong reserve, and he 
ventured to think that if the shareholders and those who could bring the 
eociety business would do their best it would be found that there would be 
a considerable increase of business. Going to the other side of the account, 
the losses paid and outstanding were £52,733 1s. 3d. or 31} per cent. of 
the net premium income. That ratio compared most favourably with the 
ratio which other offices were able to present. The commission expenses 
were £51,101 10s. 3d. or 30} per cent. of the net premium income, and this 
also was a ratio which compared most favourably with the expenses of other 
offices. He need not say that in order to secure such favourable results 
they had an anxious time in considering what risks they should accept 
and what they should reject. Then they had carried to reserve £20,000, 
making that item £240,000, which was the largest amount they had 
yet attained to. He hoped that would yet become a great deal higher. 
They must never forget that, careful as their administration might be, the 
nature of their business involved contingencies they could not foresee, and 
it was their duty as directors to prepare to meet them. ‘Turning to the 
revenue account, the losses paid and outstanding were £3,968 less than 
for 1904. Commission was £1,140 less and expenses of management £600 
more, The available balance for 1905 was £68,457 as against £64,355 for 
1904. The balance-sheet contained a full statement of the investments, 
and he thought would commend itself to all men of business as shewing 
very safe and sound investments. It shewed a total of £386,120 as against 
£375,551 for 1904. The cash in hand and on deposit was £24,476 against 
£20,743 for 1904, This state of things enabled the directors to declare 4 
dividend of 17s. 6d., of which 5s. had already been paid. It was 4 
pleasant task to deal with accounts which were probably as good as 
those of any insurance office in the kingdom. his was the sixtieth 
year of the office. At its jubilee ten years ago a bonus was declar 
of 2s. 6d. per share, and the finances would now allow of his declaring 
a bonus of 2, 6d. in addition to the 17s. 6d. dividend. He wished to 
express the thanks of the board for the support they had received from 
the shareholders and the public. Their best thanks were also due to the 
society's a and staff for their support and assistance in the 
administration of the affairs of the society, 
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Sir Wx. Farrer, in seconding the motion, said that the statements 
which had reached the newspapers from the chairs of great companies 
affected by the San Francisco catastrophe were all to the effect that they 
were able to meet their losses without touching their reserves. This spoke 
most highly of the way in which they had been conducted, but it also 

roved the necessity of strengthening the reserves. He was sure he voiced 
the sentiments of the whole room when he spoke of the care and of the 
pusiness-like qualities with which the office work was conducted, and he 
asked the meeting, in common with the chairman, to render thanks to the 
The report having been unanimously adopted, 

On the motion of the CuarrMan the retiring directors were re-elected as 
follows: Mr. Charles Whitbread Graham, Lord Stratheden and Campbell, 
Mr. John Gwynne James, Mr. Frederick Morgan, Mr. William Melmoth 
Walters, Mr. William Williams, Mr. Frederic Parker Morrell, Mr. 
William Nocton, and Sir Henry Arthur White. 

On the motion of Mr. D. R. Lewmx Lowe, Mr. E. Waterhouse, F.O.A., 
was re-elected auditor. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman, moved by Mr. 8S. Brrcuam, brought 


the proceedings to a close. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Erntey Ronertson Hay Buiackwett, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed an Assistant Under-Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. Epwarp J. Srannarp, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Robinson & 
Stannard, 19, Eastcheap, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to Take 
Acknowledgments of Married Women. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Frepertck Foss, Dante. Breay Lepsam, and Ernest Wiit1am Biovnt, 
solicitors (Foss, Ledsam, & Blount), 5, Fenchurch-street, London. April 30. 
So far as regards the said Daniel Breay Ledsam, who retires. The said 
Frederick Foss and Ernest William Blount will continue to carry on the 
business at the same address under the firm of Foss & Blount. 


Joun Cuartes Witrorp and Jonn Cuartes Witrorp, jun., solicitors 
(Wilford & Son), Sunderland, April 26. [ Gazette, May 4. 





General. 


It is stated that the Treasury have decided to build a new county court 
house for Westminster. It is understood that the new building will be 
erected on the site of the old premises in St. Martin’s-lane, and that the 
work will be begun in August next. 

It is announced that the Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. Samuel 
Moss, M.P., Deputy County Court Judge for Chester and North Wales 
Circuit, in view of the long period of rest whicl will be necessary for Judge 
Sir Horatio Lloyd after his severe illness. 


A special meeting of the Society of Chairmen and Deputy-Chairmen of 
Quarter Sessions was held on the 3rd inst. at the Guildhall, Westminster, 
when Lord Cross (president of the society) took the chair. The society 
— the Criminal Appeal Bill and the Justices of the Peace (No. 2) 


The joint congratulatory dinner by the North-Eastern Circuit to Mr. 
Justice Sutton, the Attorney-General, and the Solicitor-General, which 
was postponed recently on account of the illness of the Attorney-General, 
has now been fixed to take place on Saturday, the 26th inst., at the 
Imperial Restaurant, Regent-street. 


The Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence have fixed the 
following commission days for the summer assizes on the Western Circuit : 
Salisbury, Wednesday, June 6; Dorchester, ‘Tuesday, June 12; Wells, 
Saturday, June 16; Bodmin, Saturday, June 23; Exeter, Thursday, June 
28; Winchester, Thursday, July 5; Bristol, Thursday, July 12. 

An inquest was held this week at Isleworth on Mr. Edward Philip Stanley 
Alderson, solicitor, of King’s Bench-walk, Temple, and a member of the 

ddlesex County Council, who was found shot through the temple with 
& revolver by his side, in his bedroom. It was stated that since the death 
ot his wife, five years ago, he had been subject to terrible fits of depression, 
and a verdict was returned of suicide during temporary insanity. 


That the law is a progressive science, is, says the Albany Law Journal, 
again demonstrated in the introduction of the phonograph in court. The 


Mr. Justice Channell has fixed the following commission days for 
first part of the summer assizes on the North Wales Circuit: Newtown, 
Wednesday, May 30; Dolgelly, Monday, June 4; Carnarvon, Wednesday, 
June 6; Beaumaris, Tuesday, June 12; Ruthin, Thursday, June 14; 
Mold, Monday, June 18. The commission days for the second of the 
circuit at Chester and Swansea will probably be Monday, July 16, and 
Monday, July 23, respectively. 

Mr. Justice Jelf has fixed the following commission days for the first 
part of the summer assizes on the South Wales circuit: Haverfordwest, 
Wednesday, May 30; Lampeter, Saturday, June 2; Carmarthen, Wed- 
nesday, June 6; Brecon, Tuesday, June 12; Presteign, Friday, June 15. 
The commission days for the second part of the North and South Wales 
circuits, at which Mr. Justice Channell and Mr. Justice Jelf will both 
_— are now fixed: Chester, Monday, July 16; Swansea, Monday, 

uly 23. 

The Solicitors Bill was read a second time in the House of Lords on the 
4th inst., on the motion of Lord Alverstone, who explained that the object 
of the Bill was to make section 16 of the Solicitors Act, 1888, which 
authorizes the registrar of solicitors to refuse to issue certificates in certain 
cases, apply to every solicitor who, being an undisc bankrupt, 
applies for a fresh certificate or the renewal of a certificate to practise. 
There might be many cases, he said, in which an undischarged bankrupt 
might be allowed to practise, but there were many others in which it was 
highly undesirable that he should be allowed to do so. The Bill passed 
through Committee on the 8th inst. without amendment. 


Sir John Hollams, in his “‘ Jottings of an Old Solicitor,” published too 
late for notice this week, but which we hope to review hereafter, tells the 
following story of Sir Charles Wetherall, when Solicitor-General. He had 
fixed a consultation for certain lay clients (including an M.P.), who were to 
fight a motion to commit them for contempt. Clients and solicitor repaired 
to Stone-buildings, where Sir Charles resided and had his chambers. ‘* On 
knocking at the door it was opened by Sir Charles Wetherall, with nothing 
on but his night-shirt, which doubtless had been white, but could hardly 
at that time be so described. Having asked us in, he proceeded to dress 
and to shave in the calmest way without a word of explamation or 
apology. He was a remarkable man. He did not wear braces, 
and there was generally a space of an inch or so between his waistcoat and 
the top of his trousers.”’ 

“*T once attended some legal proceedings in Nevada,’’ says a Philda- 
delphia lawyer, quoted by Harper's Weekly, “‘ which were unconventional 
tosay the least. The judge presiding made up what he lacked in legal lore 
by a certain entertaining joviality. The case before him was windy and 
long drawn out, and it was plainly to be seen that he was tired and unin- 
terested. Toone of his decisions counsel for the defendant promply took 
exception and his honour nodded carelessly and settled down in his ample 
chair. Fora moment or two he quietly dropped off to sleep, his chair 
tilted backed against the wall. Suddenly he fell over and, 
scrambling to his dignity and his seat, he sought to cloak his mishap by 
exclaiming abruptly and irrelevantly ; ‘ No, counsellor, I must adhere to 
my decision of a moment ago.’ Counsel for the defence arose, and, with 
a serious bow, said: ‘ Ah, but your honour has just reversed himself most 
conclusively.’ ”’ 


A circular has been sent by direction of the Home Secretary to the chief 
officers of the county and borough police forces, in which it is stated that 
he has had under his consideration the best means of aiding local police 
forces in the investigation of difficult and obscure cases of murder or other 
serious crime ; and that for this purpose he has made arrangements by which 
a small number of detectives of special skill and experience, who would 
ordinarily be employed in the investigation of crime in the metropolis, 
may be lent to local police authorities for temporary service in cases of 
exceptional difficulty. These officers must necessarily remain under the 
direct control of the Commissioner of Police, but they will carry out the 
investigations in which they are employed in close co-operation with the 
chief constable of the local force and his officers, and as the inquiry goes 
on will regularly supply to the chief constable reports of its progress and 
results. 


The question arose in one of the courts’ recently, says the Evening 
Standard—should a junior speak in the absence of his leader? A similar 
point arose in a court a good many ago over which Mr. Justice 
Crompton presided. Edwin James had thrown up his brief and stalked 
out of court, disgusted with his client. But the junior counsel remained 
and proceeded to address the jury. ‘‘ Don’t you know, sir, that your 
leader has left the court?” snapped the judge. ‘‘ Yes, my lord, but I 
still think there are some points which ought to be laid before the jury.” 
The speech was made—an admirable, telling speech, the best of a 
bad case. The ju became interested in the stranger, then quite 
euthusiastic, and fin at the conclusion of his address made him a 
courtly bow and paid him a handsome compliment, The junior was 
Charles Russell, the future Lord Chief Justice, and the case was his first 
step towards fame. 





novel incident occurred during the trial of a damage suit against an 
elevated railroad company in the United States Court at Boston, the | 
introduction of the recording instrument being to demonstrate to the | 
court the deafening noise made by the elevated cars. Of course, the intro- 
duetion of this evidence was strenuously objected to by the counsel for 
the defendant, but it was allowed by the court, and, we think, quite pro- 
perly, Another new kind of evidence created 


opments is that furnished by telephones, and the right to put telephone | point of likeness it leaves, » 
been ‘ portrait of Mr. Bosanquet, K.0., by Mr, W. Onslow Ford, has been 


treated rather unkindly by the banging committee > and se, too, has a 


Conversations in evidence, thou not universally conceded, has 
upheld in a number of decisions. 4 . ; 


Gorell Barnes, in which the learned judge is arrayed in 
by modern scientific devel- his judicial robes, is another strong piece of legal 7 some iggy 9 though in 


Legal visitors to the Royal Academy will, says a writer in the @ieée, find 

an unusually large number of pictures to excite their i interest. 

Mr. 8. J, Solomon's life-like portrait of Lord Davey is the most Be 
ortrait of a judge seen on the walls since Mr. Sarjent’s portrait of 


tussell of Killowen was exhibited. Miss Anna Airy’s Dye ef Sir 
the of 


to be desired. 
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rtrait of Mr. Fossett Lock, ae steal 
. > ' ry secre’ of the Selden Society, 
by Mies Beatrice Tack pote fortunate is Miss Catherine Ouless's portrait 
of Mr. R. Sk Room, --*C-» Which occupies a place on the line. In the 
Black and I ws a ste an admirable sketch of the Lord Chancellor, by 
Mr. aoe saber gE a study of the head of Mr. Haldane, K.C., M.P., by 
the Marchion<.s of Granby ; and a portrait of Judge Bompas, K.C., by 
Hugt Arnold. Even the Architectural Room is not wholly without a 
8PGial interests for the legal visitor; it contains the design for the new 
lw Courts at Cape Town, and a sketch of the public entrance to the 
Shoreditch police-court. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday Mr. Radford asked the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he was aware that in recent cases under 
the Finance Act, 1894, not covered by the case of Re Campbell or any other 
legal decision, the Commissioners of Inland Revenue had demanded settle- 
ment estate duty on the capital required to produce in perpetuity annuities 
given by testators in general terms without any special fund being appro- 
priated to provide the same, and that the result of such a demand was to 
impose an obligation to pay (in addition to legacy duty) settlement estate 
duty, not on the capital value of the annuity, but on a larger sum, with the 
consequence that the duty in some cases amounts to 14 and 20 per 
cent. on the capital value of such annuities; and whether he would 
give directions to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue to prevent 
such claims being made in the future in the case of simple annuities. 
Mr. McKenna (who answered on behalf of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer), said: Where settlement estate duty is chargeable in respect 
of settled property, as defined by the Finance Act, 1894, it is chargeable 
by the statute upon the principal value of the property settled, and not 
upon the principal value of the terminable interests, whether anuuities or 
life interests. The question whether the property is settled has to be 
determined with reference to the circumstances of each case. The gift of 
a simple annuity, neither charged on real or leasehold property, nor 
directed to be paid out of income, is not held to constitute a settlement 
giving rise to settlement estate duty. If my hon. friend will supply me 
with particulars of any case or cases of hardship which he has in view I 
shall be happy to investigate them. 





To Execvrors.—VALUvATIONS For Pronate.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths.to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond-street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 


Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 

stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures, 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. ] 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reoistears 1x ATTENDANCE ON 


Emencency Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota, No. 2. Kexewics. FARWELL. 
+14 Mr. King Mr. Greswell Mr. Farmer Mr. Carrington 
ool d Farmer Church King Beal 
16 W. Leach Greswell Farmer Carrington 
a Theed Church King Beal 
+18 Church Greswell Farmer Carrin gton 
19 Greswell Church King Beal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buckury. Joror. Swinrey Eapy. Wasgineron. 
14 Mr. Theed Mr. Godfrey Mr. Jackson Mr. R. Leach 
eoee W. Leach R. Leach Pemberton Godfrey 
es Theed Godfrey Jackson Pemberton 
well W. Leach R. Leach Pemberton Jackson 
00018 Theed Godfrey Jackson Beal 
ancl W. Leach R. Leach Pemberton Carrington 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


May 15.—Mesers. H. E. Foster & Caaxrierp (in conjunction with Mr. Gzornce Raven- 


suEan), at the Mart, at 2:—The most Important Sale held in the District —West Ealing, 

wW.: 14 Banking Premises, Shop and Office Property, Shops, Land, and Ground. 
rents. Solicitors, . Corbin, Greener, & , Messrs. Jordan & Lavington, and 
James Morley, Eeq., all of London. (See advertisement, this week, back page.) 

May 16.—Mesers. Nortow, Trist, & Gireert, at the Mart, at 2, in Four Lots :—Freehold 
Ground-rents, Hornsey, N., amounting to £227 10s. per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Budd, Brodie, & Hart, London. (See advertisements, this week, p. iv.) 

May 16.—Mesers, H. E. Foster & Cuaxrrerp, at the Mart, at 2:—Freehold and Leasehold 
Properties at Holborn, Mebewgpes Bow Common, 8t. George’s-in-the-Kast, 
Caledoman-road, Ropley (Hants), Winchmore Hill. 


May 17 —Mesers. H E. Foster & Craxriecn, at the Mart, at 2 :— 
INTEREST IN POSSESSION in One-tenth of Forty-six Hundredths of an un- 
estate, value £59,300; also 
REVERSION to One-tenth of Twenty-four Hundredths of same estate, life 66; also 
jt to One-rixth of Twelve Hundredths of same estate, life 67 ; also 


ON to One-tenth of Eight Hundredths of same estate, life 64, 
Bolicitor, H, Greenwood-Teale, ene Leeds. 





REVERSIONARY RENT-CHARGES of £2,750 per annum, life 24, on the decease of 
a lady aged 69 and gentlemen aged 53, Solicitor, J. Pierce, Esq., Nottingham, 
REVERSIONS : 
To Two One-eighths of a Trust Fund, value £9,112 13s. 7d.; lady aged 79, 
Solicitors, Messrs. Wood & Sons, London. 
Contingent on survivorship to the Whole of a Trust Fund, value £2,500, with 
paar’ gentleman 62. Solicitors, Messrs. Robins, Hay, Waters, & Hay, 
mdon. 
POLICIES for £2,000, £750. Solicitor, Geoffrey Chubb, Esq., London. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTEp 1x CHANCERY. 


AppaNnkRAN ConsoOLIDATED Mrxzs, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented May 2, 
directed to be heard May 15. Statham & Co, Ironmonger In, solors for petners. 
= ~~ of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the a 00n 
t) yl4 

CaB.iste Race Sranp Co, Limtrep (1x Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
4 — Jackson Saint, 39, Lowther st, Carlisle. Blackburn & Main, Carlisle, solors for 

quidator 

Cuemicat Propvets Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Taggart, 
52, Queen Victoria st 

Decorative Art Paintiyc Co, Luteo (1x Votuntary Liqurpation)—Creditors are 

ired, on or before June 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 


req 
their debts or claims, to George Bennett Nancarrow, Clifford chmbrs, York. Kay, York, 
solor for liquidator 


Jown Partixctow &"Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 2, to send . 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. Crewdson 
Howard, Bassishaw House, Basingfall st. Gordon & Co, Bradford, solors for liquidator 

Loxpow Coriszum, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented May 2, directed to be heard 
May 15. Mills, Chancery In, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 14 

Penyparren Brewery Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 30, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to John Mathias 
Berry, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

SacTriteworta & Binns, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 2, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Hayward, Piccadilly, Bradford. Ratcliffe & Durrance, Bradford, solors for liquidator : 

Txomas Lostey & Co, Limrren—Crediters are required, on or before June 1, to send their 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Pilling. 
Acresfield, Bolton 


os & Co, Lunrep—Petn for winding up, presented April 26, directed to be heard 


y 15. Court, Aldersgate st.solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 14 


London Gasette.—Turspay, May 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limtrep tn CHANCERY. 


Betts Asta Minor Sreamsurr Co, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 18, 
to send their names and , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Edward Constantin Alexander Minotto, at the office of Field & Co, Liverpool, solors for 
liquidator 

Butuwayo Consoimpatep Gotp Mixes, Limirep—Creditors are uired, on or before 
June 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Charles Acton Dodds, Copthall bld¢s 

Miptayp Hing, Skin, Fat, anp Tatiow Co, Tamrrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
May 3, directed to be heard at Birmingham. May 17. Wright. Birming , solor for 


petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of May 16 


Ornance River Iericatioy, Limiter y —Creditors are required, on or before June 25, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to Charles Lee 
Nichols, 1, Queen Victoria st. Winter, Finsbury House, Blomfield st, solor for 
liquidator 

River Ernerow Breacuinc Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 
16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Clark Wild, 2, Faulkner st, Manchester. Boote & Co, Manchester, solors for 
liquidator 

Sourn Suretps Tramway anv Carriage Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 14, to send their names aud addresses. and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to W. Frederick Cox, Donington House, Norfolk st, Strand. Morse, Norfolk st, 
solor for liquidator 

Srraits Sreamsuirs, Lrarep—Creditors are required, on or before June 8, to send their 
nemes and addresses, and the particulars of ir debts or claims, to Michael Brown 
Pearson, 55, Leadenhall st. Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st, solors for liquidator 

Tauxrox anp West Somerset Execraic Ramways anp Tramways Co, Limrep— 
Creditors are required, on or before June 15, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to P. N. Gray, Donington House, Norfolk st, 
Strand 


Usirep Mayuvacrurers Mitirary ann Moror Accessorixs, Lourep—Oreditors are 
required, on or before June 15, to send their names and addresses, and 
their debts or claims, to Charles Albert Radermacher, Camomile st 

Unirep Service Snare Purocwase Society, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented 
May 4, directed to b2 heard May 22. Downer & Johnson, Union ct, Old Broad st, solors 

for . Notice of apparing must reach the above-named mot later than 6 o’clock 
in the afternoon of May 21 

Wesr Ripive Manvracrunixo Co, Limrrep -Creditors are required, on or before May 21, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Martello Gray, District Bank chmbrs, Market st, Bradford. Wade & Co, 
Bradford, solors for liquidator 


Unsuimirep 1x CHaxcery. 


Bracxueatn Proprietary Scuoot Co—Creditors are required, on or before June 18, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred 
William Akehurst, 16, Philpot In. The above notice refers to the Proprie School 
Tele coneet SS Lome, 30H, an aot to the Blackheath School Co, Limited, which is now 
carrying on the | 

Unsiversat Ant Trapinc Co—Petn for winding up, p ted May 3, directed to be heard 
May 22. Dade & Co, i Be ag Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later 





at, solors for 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 21 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. * 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 1. 
Horwoop, Joser#, Mill End, Rickmansworth, ae Merchant May 21 Horwood v 
Lomas, Kekewich, J Soames, Norfolk st, 8 
Tyizr, ANN E.izaBeTH, Southend on Sea Gane 7 Parsons vy Kemp, Kekewich, J 
nn, Southend on 
‘WoopHEaD, Barer, a York June6 Woodhead v Seed,Eady,J Munby, Crosby 


bldgs, Crosby 
Woops, J AMES. Stratford, Leather Seller May 25 Woods v Woods, Warrington, J Banes, | 
Btrati 


ford 
London Gazette.—Frivay, May 4. 
Exwoxtuy, Hervert Samvet, St Albans, were Chemical Engineer Jufte 5 Elworthy 
v Elworthy, Eady, Taylor & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 
Wuauonp, Jonny Rosie, Langland gdns, South Hampstead, Chartered Accountant 
Junel The Securities Insurance Co v Whamond, Buckley, J ~Allistone & Davey, | 
Bedford row 
London Gazette—Turspay, May 8. 
EvizasetH Baytry, Alexander pyvmt, Middle In, Hornsey May 31 Murch v 
gag on Buckley, Bryant, Southampton st, Strand 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Turspay, May 1. 
Avex, Hargiet, Kings Heath, Worcester June1 Glaisyer & Co, Birmingham 
AypgrToy, RicHARD, ‘reshtield, Lancs June 4 Brighouse & Co, Ormskir 
Baraurst, Rev Rosear ANDREW, Eastbourne May 31 Hores & oo, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Buumxcton, Ropert, Lytham, Lanes June l Cookson, Preston 
Bonn, Ex1za, Hersham, Surrey May 28 Taylor & Co, rey | st 
Buavert, Mary Marra, Ripon, Yorks June 5 Wise & Son, Ripon 
Canter, AvGusTA, Stanley gdns, Haverstock hill June1 Gasquet & Co, Gt Tower st 
COvERDALE, Renee Havuxwe tt, Hartlepool, Shipower July 26 Turnbull & Tilly, West 


Cnaxz, Mary y Paanc e8, Edwardes sq, Kensington May«#31 Wadeson & Malleson, 
Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 

Cpaven, Sanan Jang, Addingham, Yorks May 10 Gordon & Co, Bradford 

Dawson, Coanves, Gildersome June5 James, I 

De.axey, Exiza, Birmingham Junel Glaisyer & Co, Birmingham 


Evans, Marcarer Ly pia, Dowlais, Glam, Beerhouse Keeper May 19 Lewis & Jones, | 


erthyr 

FAagraNT, ya Somerset Junel Channing, Taunton 

Fanre.t, Jonn, St Anne’son Sea, Lancs May 31 Dixon & Co, Manchester 

Gonvox, WILLIAM Fietcuer, Wimbledon May 21 Bloun: & Co, i st 

Gratton, ANNE, Abergele, Denbigh May 15 illiams & Williams, Rh 

Hayxixson, THomas James, Bournemouth, Estate Agent June 16 rete & Co, 

Bournemouth 

Hay, James, Park Poa Johannesburg, Transvaal June1 Fiske, Norfolk st, Strand 

Hoare, Joun, Brid — Grocer Junel Temple, Bridport 

Hows, WALTER ames, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler May 31 Pocock, Cardiff 

Lozp, Epwarp, Burnley May 31 Smith & Smith, Burnley 

Ouver, Mary, Bradford May 29 Richardson & Son, Bradford 

Percevat, Tuomas Hevier, Hans pl, Chelsea June 24 Lyne & Holman, Gt Win- 
ester s' 

Porren, WiniFRED, Priory rd, West Hampstead June2 Potter & Co, Queen Victoria st | 

Quay, WILLIAM, Maryport, Cumberland May 81 Crerar & Mason, Maryport 

Satter, Caruerine, Hartingdon 1d, West Ealing June4 Upton & Bitton, Bedford sq 

BamvzL, Richarp THomas, Newton, Glam May 31 Williams & Prichard, Cardiif 

an" - ARAH, Chingford, Essex’ May 25 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire sq, 
isho: te 

SwaLLow, am | Anprew, Ossett, Yorks, Mungo Manufacturer June13 Harrison & 
» efiel 

Tompson, Janz, Caversham, Oxford May 21 Ratcliffe. Reading 

wapess, & Emity ExizasetH Ann, Hastings June 30 Campbell & Co, Warwick st, 


+ 
Treweek, ALice Mitier, Tyldesley, nr Manchester June 9 Boote & Co, Manchester 
Vuerx, CHARLOTTE, Windermere, Westmorland June 20. Milne. Kend: 
Wasaey, Ricnarp, Tooting Graveney, Ironfounder May 31 Gibson & Co, Portugal st 
, Lincoln’ s inn 
Wurruzy, StEr HEN, Yeovil May 31 Watts & Co, Yeovil 
Wixixsox, ALEXANDER, Sutton, Surrey June 15 Yeilding & Co, Vincent 5 Wetbiites | 
Whicar, THOMAS, Birks Harborne, Staffs, Rope Manufacturer June 1 Glaisyer & Co, 
Birmingham 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 4. 


Asprrson, Witiiam, Easington Lane, Durham June7 Isaacs & Heath, Sunderland 
Anprews, Fanny Freip, East Sheen June7 Pears & Co, Albemarle st 
Asstos, Ricuarp, Barnstaple, Accountant June 4 seldon, Barnstaple 
Bares, Water, Slough, Bucks June 20 Freeman Son, George st, Hanover sq 
Baywes, CuARLES Cunistoruee CARLE rox, Worthing June 30 Arnold & Co, i 
Berresrorp, Mary Law, Darnall, Sheffield June5 Auty & Sons, Sheffield 
Buowne, Micuak, Lenton, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer May 81 Browne & Son, 
Nottingham 
LLOCK, CKARLES James, Bromley Aug? Somerville, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Buraows, Haxagiett, Old Basford, Nottingham June 8 Bramley, Nottingham 
Capazna, Gustavus, Barkston gdns, South Kensington June 6 Lacy & Minton, New 
8q, Lincoln's inn 
Cocks, Wintram, Hyde, Chester May17 Smith & Sons, Hyde 
Cotiyer, Exizanetu, Lowestoft June1 Lawton & Co, Eye, Suffolk 
Correre.t, ewan J Ames, Oldbury, Worcester May 31 Shakespeare & Co, Oldbury, nr 
ngham 


Dett, Joun Ansavom, Clayton, Sussex Junel Dell & Loader, Brighton 
Eager, Jessy, Brockley June2 Robinson & Charterhouse sq 

Epr, Freperick, Canterbury «4 ,%.. Burch & oot, 

Faresuan, Groras, Pca gg ae we Me May 28 & Son, Harrogate 


Fraser, a , Long ln, eohens June 12 Fraser and Lawrence Fletcher 


| GREEN, Joan Coney, Halstead, Essex June30 E ¥ & H Landon, New Broad st 
Gupsrs, CHARLES Evezworta, Hyde Park atk gate June 14 Lewis & Co, Al bany ct yd, 


| Piccadilly 
| Harries, Epwarp Geones, pene ig = + 15 Shrewsbury 
ey 18 Coal 1 nGook & ie Talbot, bo 


Hivntow, Evizasera Janz, uthport 
| Hucues, Joux, 8t Leonards on Bea me = 31 and J oa, 44, Marina, 8t 
app, London 


Leonards on Sea 
| JAmes, Joun, Faversham June7 Watkin, Railwa 

| Jonns, Axya Evizasetu, Richmond June 4 Griffith, 8t Bride’s av, st 

| Jones, Cuances, Glenridge, Whitton Bly Dalbiac & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
MaiTLanp, Tuomas, Worple rd, W Wimbledon y 31 Donaldson, Bloomsbury pl 

| Micxerson, James ALEXANDER, Grimsby June in Barker, Gt Grimsby 

| a Kyow.ton, Oakham, Rutland, Brewer June 6 Adam & Son, 


ham 
| Mount, Carouine, Bursledon, Hants June16 Green & Co, Southam: 
| Nicuot, "ALEXANDER, Bradford June2 Ratcliffe & Durrance, ‘ord 
| O’Donocave, Hexey O’Brizs, Long Ashton, Somerset, Solicitor June 25 O'Donoghue 
& Forbes, Bristol 
Paxton, Lurwettyn, Lavant, nr Chichester June3 Jenkyn & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Pex, Rosert, Pudsey, Yorks, Whitesmith June 1l Sutclitfe & Trenholme, Bradford 
| ha ae Laura, High Wycombe, Bucks June 23 Clarke & Son, High 
scom| 
| Proper, Joun, Clun, Salop, Farmer June 23 Buchanan, Clun, Salop 
Puaga, | Hargis Esxest Ricuarp, Regeat st June 21 “Sheabe & Nevile, Crosby 


gs 

Quictey, Jouy, Garston, Liverpool, agg ood June 20 Husband, aud, Kivwnost 

| RioHarpsox, ELIZabera, Buckingham June 12 Newton & Calcott, Leighton Buzzard 

SELDON, Ewa ALBERtTINA, Barnstaple — 4 a. Barnstaple 

Sitvester, Col Freperick, North May 30 Finch & Co, Preston 

| Smuiru, IsumagL, Queensbury, —— Joiner e4 J&FH Richardson, Bradford 

Suiru, Jouy, Halifax May v8 rai 

SOMERV ILLE, "Marrna, Wakefield June 20 = Sepehesh ah, Portman sq 

Srravss, ALEXANDER, Frankfort the Maing June 13 Goldberg & Co, West 4 st. 
Finsbury circus 

Swirt, maaan, Lister Hills, Bradford, Woolsfapler June 12 Chambers & Chambers , 

ouse 

Urriey, inomas Fieipen, Liseard, Chester, Solicitor June1l4 Littler, Manchester 

Wa kes, Jonny, Hatton, Lines, Farmer June 18 Ctitherow & orncastle 

Wa ker, VYELL Epwarp, Southgate July 31 Gellatly & Scn, Billiter st 

Wepewoop, Mary, Campden, Glos Juneé Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

| Wintiamson, JouN *Surru, Camden st, Camden Towa Sune 5 Tempany & Co, Bedford 
row 


London Gazetite.—Tursvay, May 8, 


| BLAcK, Ricuarp, Chorlton cum Hardy, Manchester, Chartered Accountant June 9 
Whitworth, Manchester 
| BrerrincHam, CHARLES, Oldfield Park, Bath June 11 Woodcock & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
BaineE, CaRuLINE, Southsea June18 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 
| eae ting Grorce, Hudderstield, Ironfounders’ Foreman June 18 Ward, Hudders- 
fi 
Cuapman, Georce Marryy, Wimbledon, Builder June 5 Richards & Co, York pl, 
| ‘ortman sq 
Cuark, Mawata, ng upon Hull, Sones June 21 Hall, Hull 
| Dawson, Exiza, Boweley, Derb: July 12 F Taylor, Bakewell 
| Duss, Mary, Bournemouth June 30 Kirby & Co, e Sanctuary Poe gal 
| Feryix, Kiawan Josepn, Mill Hill June 24 Baddeley & Co, Enieebe 
Forpuam, Cyrus, Market Deeping, Lines, Schoolmaster June 1 aos & Taylor, 
Lincoln’s ian fields 
Garpyer, Jonny, Blackrod, Lancs June 30 Hodgkinson, Bolton 
GEARE, WALTER FREDERICK, Exeter, Solicitor May 24 Geare & Mathew, Exeter 
GoLpperGes, Rupotr, Belsize sq, Stockbroker une 5 Styer, Fenchurch 'st 
Gray, Ann, Benwell, Newcastle upon Tyne Jund 15 Browa Red Son, ee upon Tyne 
Grout, Maky ANN, Guisborough May 19 Buchannan & 
Heneiques, NATHANIEL Cuartes Counen, Kingston, Pome _ 30 Wilson & 
Munton, Kingston, Jamaica 
| Hueues, Wittiax, Buckhurst Hill, Essex June8 Norris & Martin, Devonshire sq 
Levis, Carotine Louisa, 8t Leonards on Sea, Sussex June4 Marsh & Co, Kingstoi 
on es 
Marys, Col Sir Wittiam Tuomas, Henley on Thames June 20 Mackrell & Ward 
Wald: 


rook 

Maartiy, Etzy, East Looe, Cornwall June4 King & Burrell, Gresham st 

Mornirt, Tuomas, Leeds ‘June 16 Lumb, Leed 

| Moss, Farpenick Wituam, Abbey rd,” st John’s Wood, Tea Merchant June 18 
Rubinstein & Co, Raymond dldgs, Gray’ 's inn rd 

Mynaina, Cuaries, New Basford, Notts May 18 simpson & Lee, a 

Ovens, ANDREW BALLANTYNE, st John st, Clerkenwell, Chemist Junei Jarvis, Billiter” 
sq bid 

a + u, Leicester June 30 Williams, Leicester 

Pricr, Henry Joseru, Chester, Chartered Accountant June 30 Brassey, Chester 

Repreary, Jane, Nottingham June 9 Johnstone & Williams, Nottingham 

Saurru, FREDERICK, Peterborough, Ketchup Manufacturer June 30 King & Sharman, 
March, Cambridge 

Surra, Sitvanus, Smethwick, Staffs, Rivet Manufacturer June1 Glover, Smethwick 

Suirs, Wiuiam, Loughrigg, or St Bees, Cumberiand, Farmer June 15 Mossop, White- 
haven, Cumberland 

Suerr, Joun Moors, Plymouth, Fine Art Dealer June 11 Barrett, Plymouth 

Succerr, Tuomas, Coatham, ur Redcar, Yorks, Farmer May 20 Horuer, Bedale, Yorks 

Tuomas, Davip Gronae, 8 Motor E May 31 Vies& Harvey, Swansea 

| ‘PHoaNBoRY, THERESA, Manchester June 19 Hilditch, chester 

Town, Hewny, Vancouver, British Columbia June 2% Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av 

Ty TE, Mary, Bidcap June4 White & Leonard, Ludgate circus 

Vyx, Gzorce, Ramsgate, June 6 Burrows & Allfree, Ramsgate 

Wart, Many Any, Daventry, Northampton Junel Roche, Daventry 

| Weaewoop, ALYRED, (Hanley, Staffs, Potter June 16 Locker, Birming 














Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette.—Fnipay, May 4 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asquits, Saver —_, _{attialo, Stock Broker Carlisle 
Pet April 4 Ord Ma: 
Baker, Jonx, jun, Tanglcy Green, Oldbury, Worcester 5 Ord May 1 
Engine Driver 


Burrearie.p, Joux Epwarp, 
FIELD, Lowestoft, 
May 2 Ord May 2 


Pet Aprilé Ord Ma 


y2 
Banrerr, Atrrep, Northumberland pk, Tottenham, + wee Davirs, om, Gol 
Block Cutter High Court Pet May 1 Ord May Pet April 30 Ord ‘April 30 
Bowers, Gzonax, Burton upon Stather, Job 
Gt Grimsby Pet April9 Ord May 1 Pet May1 Ord May 1 


Brows, Samvugt, Hoyland Common, nr Barnsley, Licensed | Deaxix, Wiit1aM, Birmingham, 
Victualler Barnsley Pet April 25 Ord April 30 mingham Pet April 27 Ord Ma 


‘ish Merchants Gt Yarmouth Pet 
Cuacuxes, ALEXANDER, Bevel st, Golden sq High Court Gone, nenane Ricaargp, Bildeson, Suffolk, Pork 


<5 aaa Dealer Bir 
a J s Joseru Burrer- | Daaycorr, Arntaus Henry aah oat Jous Agruus 

erchanta Gt ¥ Daaycorr, Leamington, Warwick, Photographers 

Birmingham Pet March 20 Ord April 27 


Butcher Ipswich Pet May2 Ord Ma Engi 
Lester ineer 


Cook, Cuarurs F, Catford, | Builder Greenwich Pet April Gunexwouss, FE ~-¥ <asente, Beane, 


et May 2 O 


Wand 
romwich Pet May 2 Ord | Cutter, Samoxt Hexry, Feltesd, | — Licensed Victual- | GuyrEa, hog | * wow ann, a on, Cheesemonger 
ler’ York Pet May1 Ord M New port, 
borne, Lancs, Blackamith Warrington | Hearrey, i, Aber’ 


Pet Ord May 1 
, Glam, Collier Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet April 30 Ord April 30 


Davixs, yoo Joux, puna, Undertaker Swansea mecgeees, Levrotp, r apaenateta Plumber York 


et May 2 Onl May 2 





Buivorn. Joszrn, High Wycombe, Grocer Aylesbury Pet | Davy, Writiam. Heckington, Lincs, Blacksmith Boston Rarer, Pau Fraser, Gt Le Fish Curer Gt 





April 12 Ord May 1 





Pet apru tu O d Apiil 30 


Pet May1 Ord 
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Hinp, Bint, Oat apeit 33 Warwick, Grocer Warwick Pet pace Be Tom Mage Hitel, wereld Tailor May 


Hopekinsoy, aro i a rd, pa 
Court Pet May2 Ord May 2 


Houpex, WIviam, ee hones, Operative Taper 
Biackburn Pet Ma Ord May 

Howarts, Meraicr, “Lleborongh, Bm of 
Beerhouse Keeper Rochdale he May 1 

Hueues, Wittiam Liorp, Hope Station, ar Mola. Meliat, 
Grocer Wrexham Pet April28 Ord ns 

eae Argrsus Seay Cambridge High Court Pet 
April5 Ord Ma: 


y2 
Lapps, Caagues, Boston, Lincs, Draper Boston Pet May 
1 Ord May 


1 

Mason, Jon, Llandovery, a, Boot Maker Car- 
marthen Pet May1 Ord May1 

—_ JAMES, yt Heath, woo Ey Kent, 

Rochester Pet Feb13 Ord April 

ssunie ye ae a Railway Gua: Cheltenham 
Pet May1 Ord May 

Mitxiarp, Terman, Frome, Somerset, Motor Agent Frome 
Pet May 1 

Moor, Samugt Herpeert, Kineton upon Hull, ; cor Dealer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May1 Ord May 

Newsesy, James > Hinton, Wilts, _ +e Bath 
Pet May 2 Ord May 

Newsome, WILLIAM oo onl R, Batley, i Cloth Drawer 
Dewsb a Pet April 30 Ord April 

so EORGE — escmadis, ” preston Preston 


v1 Ord May 
Pg AMES PHILIP , Pontfadog, ae nr _——— Denbigh, 
Coal M t Wrexham Pet Ma: Ord May 2 


Purrett, Gzorcr, Banbury. ——, Licensed Victualler 
Banbury Pet April 30 Ord April 


Scott, Ernest Risrix, Cardiff, Optician Cardiff Pet | 


Mayl1 Ord Mayl 
oun, oe JAMES, © peed Builder Brighton Pet April 30 


Suerairr, Daeue Hewry, Kentihiyieme, Cab Master 
Court Pet May1 Ord May1 
Suogr, Tuomas, Tipton, Public House’Manager Dudley 
May2 Ord ng, &: 
8wirt, ae Kay, Bolton, Pawnbroker Bolton Pet 
Ma: Ord May 1 


Tuorrs, ieee Norwich, Fish Salesman Norwich Pet 
Mayl1 Ord Mayl 

Watson, Raura, Sedlington, Northumberland, Grocer 
Neweastle on Tyne Pet April 30 Ord April 30 

nen GeorGE, a , Iron Moulder Manchester 

et May1 Ord May 

Yamecer, Isaac, Victoria 1 park 8q, Bethnal Green, Boot 

Manufaciurer High Court Pet May1 Ord May 1 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Banuinc, Heyry Atpaivce, Hounslow, Grocer May 15 at 
12 ord row 

Bazcow, Joux, Blackpool May 14 at 10.30 Off Ree, 14, 
Chapel st, Preston 

Baseett, Atrrev, Northumberland pk, Tottenham, 
Artistic Block Cutter May 15 af 12 Bankruptey 


, Carey st 
on at ” Hexey, Beverley, Yorks, Bricklayer May 12 at 
Off Reo, Trinity ‘ouse In, Hull 
Quemeen ALEXxaxveER, Broad st, Golden “4, Linen Draper 
May 15at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Davees’ Epwix, Golborne, Lancs, Blacksmith May 12 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Davy; Wi11am, Heckington, Lincs, Blacksmith May 17 
at 12.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 
Dawsos, Grorce, Houndgate, Desi ton, Commission 
Agent Mayi6 at % Off Rec, bert. rd, Middles- 


Daake, W11.114m, Poulton le Pie: Lanen Shilies May 14 
at it Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Envy, Taomas WILLIAM, Coleherne rd, Earl’s Yo Brewer 
May 15 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Garey st 

Fenszy, Tuomas Francis, DurhamBuilder May 16 at 
3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Gorpos, Roserr Cuan.es, Stockton on Tees, Cartwright 
May l6at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Gosuinc, CHartes Ricuarp, Bildeston, Saffolk, Pork 
Butcher May 18 at 2.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, 
Ipswich 


Gairritas, Luzwettys, HMS Trafalgar, Devonport May 
14 at 11 Off Ree, 6, Athencoum ter, Plymouth 

Tissues, paar Gains h, Lines, Butcher May 12 
at 1 ff Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

PN nl Wises, Aberfan, Glam, Collier May 14 at 3 

135, High st, Merthyr TydAl 

nb Ma ANNE, ete i 8t Nicholas, Lincs, Farmer 
May 14 at 11.45 The ite Hart Hotel, or a 

Ivxcram, Acyes, Louth, Outfitter May bat Ul -Of 
St Mary’s s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Jones, Eayuzsr Exoon, Blackenhall tiilindaa 
Grocer May 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Lees, Atsext Epwis, Bilston, Baker May 15 at 11 Off 
R-c, Wolverhampton 

Maxis, Janes, Northumberland Heath , Se Kent, 
Builder May 21 at 11.30 115, High’st, Rochester 

Mircae.., A.sear, Blashford, Ellingham, Southampton, 
Farmer May 15 at 2 Ott Rec, City chmbre, Catherine 
st, Salisbury 

Newsour, Fezp, Gt Grimsby, Hai .. May.15 at 11.45 
‘ P, iary’s chmbrs, Gt 

Newrox, Jouwn 1xzek, Bromley, a, Licensed 
Victualler May 15at3 14, Bedford ro 

Pan, ALraep Hewry, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Printer May 
== 12.30 Off Rec, 8, st, Norwich 

Pixe, Cuarizs Ferpenice, , Calico Printer 
May 12 atll Off Rec, v ayo tt, 

Passe, Wiis, sen, bury, Hereford, House 

May 12 at 11.20 45, Copenhagen st, 


Patccuanv, Witt, Davin Wirriam as — 
Wituasm Wits Pt Lashes 
May 14 at 12 Se tecae we row, 


Bazurr, Wititas nbn cea ra, Kentish Town, Cab 
Master May 14 at ll ‘Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey at 


Sriro, ee iverpool, Auctioneer May 15 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Live 
SToner, Joux, 


Cottingham, Yorks, —— Merchant May 12 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Trini Hull 


Tomas, WILLIAM, 4, Tealty Houten Glam, General Dealer 
May 15at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra Swansea 
— oe Grorce Norwich, Fish Salesman May 12at 12.30 

8, King st, N Norwich 

Waa ~g B , Glam, Outfitter May 15 at 
12 135, High st, 

Wasiey, James, Ipswich. Butcher May 18 at 2 Oif Rec, 
36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Wuirtaker, Susax, Syke Side, Altham, nr Accrington, 
Mineral Water Manufacturer May 14 iat 11.30 Off 
Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

WILEMAN, Wiiam, Measham, nr Ashby de la Zouch 
Leicester, Furniture Dealer May 16 at. 11.30 Midland 
Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 

WitiiaMs, Grorae, Altrincham, Tron ae May 12 at 
10.30 Off mn st, Manches 

Youne, Jouy, Chiswic , Builder May aati2 14, Bedford 


row 
Zimpter, Isaac, Victoria Park sq, Bethnal Green, Boot 
Manufacturer May 14 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baxen, Joun, jun, Langley Green, Oldbury, Worcester, 
ingine Driver West Bromwich Pet May 2 Ord 
a 
Banow,, Joux, Blackpool Preston Pet March 22 Ord 


Banaote, ALFRED, enbenbatent ot, Teltmhem, Artistic 
Block Cutter High Court Pet May1 Ord May1 
BerrerrigtD, Joun Epwarp, and James Josera Burrer- 

FIELD, Lowestoft, Fish Merchants Gt Yarmouth Pet 


2 

Cottey, Samuent Hewyry, Fulford, ome Licensed Vic- 
tualler York Pet May1 Ord Ma 

Davies, Epwiy, Golborne, Lanes, Biackemith Warrington 
a Ord April 30 

Davizs, BERT JOHN, Swansea, Undertaker Swansea 
Pet May1 Ord Mayl 

Davy, Ae ye Lanes, Blacksmith Boston 
Pet April 30 Ord April 

Forster, ALBERT, Bury at Rémunde, Suffolk Bury 8t 

Edmunds Pet Feb 26 Ord May 

Gostinc, CHARLES RicHarp, Bildeton, Suffolk, Pork 
Butcher Ipswich Pet May2 Ord aay A 

GreEnHoust, FREDERICK CHARLES, na otor Engineer 
Wandsworth Pet May2 Ord Ma wef 

Gonter, Puitir Epwarp, Newport, Mon, Cheesemonger 
Newport,Mon Pet May1 Ord Mayz 

Hanrpre, oa. Headingley, a, | Commission Agent 
Leeds Pet March 28 Ord April 

Hearrey, Wasa poe Glam, Collier Merthyr Tydfil 

Pet April 30 Ord April 30 

Heatucote, Lzoro.p, areebesrreh, Yorks, Plumber 
York Pet May 2 Ord May 2 

Hewpay, Paut Fraser, Gt  ——. Fish Curer Gt 

Yarmouth Pet May1 Ord May1 

Hip, rg le , Gloucester, Chemist Gloucester Pet April 
3 Ord Ma: 

Hovekinson, - Cement, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s 
Bush, Dealer in Electro Medical Apparatus High 
Court Pet May2 Ord May 2 

Hotpey, Wi.iiamM, Darwen, Lancs, Operative Taper 
Blackburn Pet May1 Ord May1 

Howartu, Merrick, Sladen Mill, Littleborough, Lancs, 
Becrhouse Keeper Rochdale Pet Mayl Ord May 1 

Hucues, Wittiam Lioyv, Hope Station, nr Moid, Grocer 
Wrexham Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

Houmrarizes, Gzorcer, Liverpool, Tieeed Victualler Liver- 
pool Pet March 3) Ord May 1 

Jameson, WiuL1am Epwarp, Has‘ings, Chemist Hastings 
Pet March 14 Ord May 2 

Lapps, Cuarces, Boston, Lincz, Draper Boston Pet May1 
Ord May 1 

Lyons, Micuazt Lewis, Walthamstow, am, Fishmonger 
High Court Pet March 27. Ord April 30 

Mavor, Joun, Liandovery, Sereeies, Boot Maker Car- 
marthen ’ Pet May1 Ord May1 

Mastin, Feanx, Cheltenha: - Railway Guard Cheltenham 
Pet May 1 ‘Ord May 

Mituarp, Tuowas, Frome, Somerset, Motor Agent Frome 
Pet et May 1 Ord May 

Moor, Samveu Meamean, ieeihen upon Hull, Boot Dealer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May1 Ord May 1 

wets ~y- James Issac, Hintoa, Wilts, Farmer Bath 

t May 2 Ord May 2 
New cost Wituam Arrive, Batley, Yorks, Cloth Drawer 
Dewsbury Pet April30 Ord April 80 

Nu a George Ruvert Hurcuisson, Preston Preston 

et May 1 Ord May1 

Owen, James Puitir, Pontfadog, ar Ruabon, pee, 
Coal Merchant Wrexham Pet May2 Ord Ma 

Peon Joaw Hinpmarsa, Gt 8t —, Ship Rene 

h Court Pet March 27 O:d May1i 

me. Gezorce, Banbury, pe | on we Victu ster. 
Banbury Pet April 30 Ord Ma 

Rocgers, Avaustus Ons.tow, ym t, Strand, Auctionsex 
High Court Pet Dec21 Ord April 26 

Scort, Eaxesr Risris, Carciff, Optician Cardiff Pet Mey 
1 Ord May i 

Suaw, James, Crawley, Builder Brighton Pet April 20 
Ord April 30 

Suseimrr, Witttam Henay, Kentish seem Cab Master 

h Court Pet May1 Ord May 1 
Suort, Taomas, ‘Tipton, stad houre Manager Dudley 
8 a 5 Wi 0nd thay 8 Copthall High Court 
—_ HENS ILLtaM Kenvaick, t! ct 
Pet March 8 Ord April 26 

Owirs,. Tuomas Kay, Bolton, Lancs, Pawnbroker Bolton 
T ne . A . Norwe, Fish Sal P 

HOBPE non, Norw } esman Norwich Pet 

Mayl1 Ord May 


Swaavieeen, = hl James, and Roveat ALpser 





z ELVETEEES, leswade, Bakers Bedford Pet 
iY ay" "Sek Aaa’ Bigs cs) April 





warm Pea Hegsent, ord hay | Outer Mak oe 
Wathen, arn sedington, No orthampton, Grocer Nev. 


40 Ord April 80 


we on sy gene Tron Moulder Manchester 
ZIMBLER, fuse, Victoria Park Bethnal Gr 
Manufacturer High Court Pet May 1 Or May ™ 


Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of April 27 : 


Hatsauu, Rosert, Gainsborough, Butcher Lineoln 
‘April 24 Ord April 24 Pet 


Dawson, GzorGe, Darlington, Commission Agent 
on ieee Pe aps Otel se ee 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 


Watress, Howe. Panty a, Peniel Green, Llansamlet, 
Glam, Insuraace Agent Swansea Adjud Oct liv 
1900 Annul March 21 


London Gazette.— Tusspay, May 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Annes, Joa Joseru, Stratford, Baker High Court Pet May4 
May 4 


Braprogp, Josgrs 8, ator tah Licensed Victualler 
Leicester Pet April 11 Ord Ma 

Ceamee Pavt, peemtgeie, wan bh Baker York Pet 
May 4 Ord May 

Cozy, Jon he hy Swalwell, Durham, Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet May 5 Ord May 5 

Cutmer, Epwarp, Green lanes, Ym ata Ham Dealer 
Edmonton Pet May3 Ord May3 

Gaui, Joun bg eae Binsten in Holderness, Yorks, 
Bricklayer Kin Pet May4 Ord May4 

Gonens, ArtHuR Henry, Bridges, Luxulyan, Cornwall, 

Clay Labourer Truro a be Ord May 3 
Baw, Wess Henry, Leeds Leeds Pet — 4 On 


y4 

Hanyent, Wituiam Joszrn, Old Catton, Norfolk, Fruit 
Grower Norwich Pet May 3 Ord May 4 

James, ALBERT Epwarp, Somerset, Commercial 
Traveller Bristol Pet "May 4 Ord May 4 

Jonzs & ang aah Leicester, Builders Edente Pet April 
21 Ord May 4 

Lawrence, Cuaaces, and Frep Booru Greenwoon, Leeds, 
Tailors Leeds Pet May4 Ord May 4 

Levers, Grorck Harry, Radford, Notts Nottingham 
Pet May4 Ord May 4 

Levitan, SOLOMAN, Ccten, eaten, Jeweller Man- 
chester Pet April 21 Ord May 4 

Mantes Persr, Surnley, Fruiterer Burnley Pet May 

r 

Mawson, Grok, Pastey, Paper Merchant High Court 
Pet May 4 Ord May 4 

Nivesasen, Usvan Waicut, Pyrford Lock, or aves, 
Surrey, Licensed Victualler Kingston, Surrey Pe 
April19 Ord May 3 

Mitrer, Wiiu1am Haywarp, Weston super Mare Newpztt, 
Mon Pet May4 Ord May 4 

Mixers, Bernarp Joun, Fone! Swansea, Solicitor’s 

ig Cl Swansea Pet May 4 Ord May 4 

Moo.p, Epwarpv yee New Southgate, Clerk Barnet 
Pet May 2 Ord May 

Newsong, Jox, Elland, nr ? Halifax, Coal Merchant Halifax 
Pet May 3 Ord May 3 

OrEN, Jouy, jun, Chenery ln, Solicitor High Court Pet 
March 19 Ord May5 

Perry, Wittiam, Boscombe, Bournemouth, Boot Maker 
Poole Pet May3 Ord May3 

Pickworts, Joun Epwagp, Iikeston, Derby, Wheelwright 
Derby Pet April12 Ord May 4 

Piummer, Joun Cuan.es, Maudlam, Pyle, Glam, Licenséd 
Victualler Cardiff Pet May3 Ord May4 

Provros, @rorGE ? Derby, Physician Derby 
Pet May 2 Ord May 

Ruopes, Tuomas, Meciesticla, Joiner Macclesfield Pet 
May 3 Ord May 3 

“a F, Reading, Grocer Reading Pet March 31 Ord 

4 


y 
Tue Gaeexrorp Park Gravee NDICA’ Ts New. Broadway, nae 
Estate Proprietors ange Pet Fae = he 3 Ord Ma ha 
Trims 5.1, Wises Jamzs, Cardiff. 
Pet May5 Ord May5 


WALK&R, hag Gorton, Matchestes, Plasterer Man- 
chester Pet March 23 Ord 30 

Warees, Jonny Henry, Stone fare’ Bushbury, Salop, 
Farmer Shrewsbury Pet May4 Ord May4 

Warkixs, Joun, Hereford, Farmer Hereford Pet March 
27 Ord May 2 


iy 

WArTson,  eopast {aueen, Reoewton 5 mt, Joiner 
King u 3 

Wuirmore, Sreseech Agua, Wernher spookseller 
Worcester Pet May3 Ord re ae 

Wngaans, Frome Guovs aye con, Maas, Glan, 
Grocer et May 4 May 4 


WIt.1ams, Wier, 3 Helin my coed i, Haan, Denbigh, 
Farmer Portmadoc y 5 Ord Mai 

Wizson, WiLL14m, Tralbeck. Leeds, Collector” Tak Pet 
April 21- Ord May 4 

Zimpyee & Farepman, "Whit 1 rd, Boot Manufachurers 
High Court Pet April 10 rd May 3 
Amended notice. substituted for that published in the 

Srey Gazette of april 10: 

Ropegts, Richagp, yn howyn, 

Anglesey, Farmer 5 eed Pet 20 Ord April 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Axes, Josern, Reeattor’, Baker May 16 at 11 Bauk- 
bid; p= Aap 


Barper, a4 Wiis, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant 
May 16 at 11.30 Of Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Gt 
Grimsby ' 




















ot May 4 
‘ictualler 
ork Pet 
r New- 
| Dealer 
Yorks, 


1 May 4 
orowall, 


t, Fruit 
mercial 


ot April 


right 
ensed 
Derby 
Pet 
Ord 
ling, 
lay 4 
iff 
fan- 
lop, 
arch 
»iner 
eller 
jam, 
igh, 
Pet 
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—— Hoyland Co Barnsl censed 
|AMUEL, Hoy mmon, nr Laos 
DT iiualler ‘May 17 at 10 Off 1, egeat ah 


Epwarp, and 
ent ee Lowestoft, Fish Merchants May 19 at 


Jouy James Josep 


BorrerrizLD, 
Off Rec. 8, King st, Norwich 

io maes, Pavt, Harrogate, Foremw Baker 

230 Off Rec, The Ked House, Duncombe RY 

Genes, James Wittram, Charlton Kings, Glos, , = 

agua May 16 at 2.30 County Court bidgs, 


Cutey, nll Henry, Fulford, Yorks, Licensed 
Viet 


jer. a at 


ualler May 16 at 2.30 Off Ree, The Rei House, 
Duncombe pl, York 
Davies, Ropert Joun, Swansea, Ln ca May 17 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swa 
Destoy, Wituram Bewsamin, St Marks, Cheltenham May 
16at3 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
dati, Jonny Witt1am, Holmpton in Holderness, Yorks, 
Bricklayer May 16 at 12 Off Rec, Trinity House In, 
ull 


Gouzy, Antoun Henry, Luxulyav, Cornwall, Clay 
Labourer Mayi16at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Hasws, Coaeres Henry, Wimbledon, —— May 16 
at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster B: “ 

Heatacore, Lxopoup, Knaresborough, Plumber May 16 
at 3.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Hep, Revsen, Gloucester, Chemist May 18 at 11 Off 
Ree, Station rd, Glouce: 

HopeKinsor, Toes CL ll Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s 
Burh, Dealer in Electro Medical Appartus "May 16 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

James, Atpert Epwarp, Pill, Somerset, Commercial 
Traveller May 16 at 11.45 On Ree, 26, Baldwin st, 


Bristol 

Jasper, Herry, Gt Yarmouth, Coal Merchant May 21 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Kewnepy, Anrave ( Giark, Cambridge Pas Court May 


21 at 12 nkruptey bldg gs, Carey st 

Kix, i? Hess esfield, Cattle Dealer May 18 
atll Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 

Kircuerx, Jas Fulwood, = a Tailor May 18 at 11 
0 4, Chapel st, P: 

Lgvi, Sieeeae, Gt Prescot * 1 Whitechapel, Tailor May 
16 at 11 Bankruptcy bl dgs, Carey st 

Maven, ry Llandovery, Carmarthen, Boot Maker May 

19at 1230 Off Reo, 4 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Gunere, Davip Tuomas, Gt Grimsby, Labourer May 16 
atl1 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Marsaatt, Harry Levetr, Hove, Sussex, = May 17 
at 3 Of ff Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Mawson, Grorar, Purley, eet Merchant May 16 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, y at 

Miutarp, Taomas, Frome, | Lowy Agent May 16 
at12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 

Mittzr, Ricnarp, Sedbergh, Yorks, Chemist May 16 at3 
Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Moor, SAMUEL Heapeer, Er upon Thames, Boot 
Dealer May 16 at 11 ec, Trinity House ln, Hull 

Newsery, James Isaac, Hinton, Wilts, Farmer May 16 at 
ll Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Newsome, WILLIAM Azravu R, Batley, Yorks, Cloth Drawer 
wh at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs,’ Corporation st, 


ury 

——, Joun, Cardiff, Fruit Merchant May 16at3 117, 

bt 4 i 

Panxer, Ricnarp Joun, Tottenham, Contractor May 17 
at12 14, Bedford row 

Proctor, Grorar Briperorp, Derby, Physician May 16 at 
8.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Swirer, Tuomas Kay, Bolton, Pawnbroker May 16 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Tuomas, Tuomas Ev aN, Ma , Glam, Builder May 16 
at 3.30 117, 8t Maryst, iff 

Twe.vetrers, Henay Jamee, and Rosert ALFRED TWELVE- 
zane, Bis leswade, Bakers May 16 at 11 ~A Messrs 

» ‘orrison, Solicitors, Mill st, Bedford 

Waeery, Joun Heney, Stone Acton, Rushbury, Salop, 

— May 19at 12 Off Reo, 22, Swanhill, Shrews- 


Waewick, Epwarp, Birchfield, Handsworth, Tube Manu- 
facturer’s Foreman May’ 18 at 11 191, Corporation 
st, Birmingham 

Warsox, Rapa, Bedlington, Northumberland, Grocer 
May 16 at 12° Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Watson, Rosert Lawson, Kingston upon H Joiner 
May 16 at 11.80 Off Reo, Trinity now eh 


Wuitmorg, Frorence AMELIA, Worcester, lier May 
16 at 11.30 45, Co st, Worcester 
ZisiEe & FairpMax, itechtpel rd, Boot Manufacturers 


May 17 at 12 Bankruptcy 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AKERs, ety West Ham Ia, fren, Baker High 
Court Pet May4 Ord May 

Asquirn, Samvuet Lister, Carlile, Stock Broker Carlisle 
Pet A 4 Ord May 4 Coal Merch 


Biayey, Wirctie Stroup, Sw: 
Pet 24 Ord May 4 

Caapmay, Paut, Harrogate, Foreman Baker York Pet | 
May 4 O:d May 4 

Couey, Joan paasess, | ie tt =Ty Grocer 

on Tyne 5 Ord 

Cutmer, Epwarp, } sso HA, Harrngey, Ham Dealer 
Edmonton PetMay3 Ord May 

Deakty, Witwian, Birr es Dealer Bir- 
mingham Pet April 27 Ord we 

Destox, WILLIAM ENJamiy, 8t » Cheltenham 
Cheltenham Pet April6 Ord May 4 

Dove, Racuet, Leicester, Furniture Dealer Leicester Pet 
March 27 ‘Ord May 4 

eri Carnarvon, Butcher Bavgor Pet April 12 


y4 
Gett, Jons Witiiam, Holmpton in Holderness, Yorks, 
Bricklayer Kingston upon Hull Pet May 4 Ord 


, Carey st 


Poole | 





New- 


Arraue Caeee, Luxulyan, Cornwall, Clay 
et May3 Ord sy 
Pet May4 Ord 


May 4 
James, Atsert Epwanxp, Pill, Somerset, 
Traveller Bristol Pet May 4 Ord May 4 
Lawrence, Cuan_es, and Frep Bootru —; seen Leeds, 
Tailors Leeds Pet May4 Ord May 4 
Nottingham 


Leivers, — Pieri Radford, Notts 
Pet May 4 Ord Ma: 

Loya, Hreveat W. Stxple Hil, Glos, Grover Bristol Pet 

April 26 Ord May 4 

Makin, James, Northumberland Heath, pprdem, Kent 
Builder Rochester Pet Feb13 Ord Ma: y 5 

ies” Burnley, Fruiterer Bucci Pet May5 

Mawsox, . Gonos Purley, Paper Merchant High Court 
Pet Ma: o& Ord May 4 

Mitier, Witt1am Haywarp, —— super Mare New- 
port, Mon Pet May4 Ord Ma 


os Berxagp Jouy, Plasmarli, » Ren ote 
Manegins Clerk Swansea Pet May 4 Ord May 
a - ys 


GOLLEY, 
Labourer Truro 
Hatt, WItuiam =... Leeds Leeds 


Commercial 


Boscombe, Bournemouth, Boot t Maker | 


Cardiff Pet May3 Ord 
Pet May 2 Ord 


May3 Ord May 3 
a a. Ipswich, Builder Ipswich Pet April 20 


Waseuse ae Hewry, Stone Acton, "The Salop, 
Farmer Shrewsbury eg Ord Ma: 

Watson, Ronert Lawsoy, K ‘Ord May 8 ual, Joiner | 

+ Kingston upon Hall Pit Maes 0. 

‘Ware, Ws Water, West Worthing Brighton Pet Oct 31 


urt Pet Jan8 Ord Ma: 
Wauitmors, Fiorence Ameuia, an 
Worcester Pet May3 Ord May 3 





Bookseller | 





| 





} 
| 


| 


le Pet May3 Ord Ma 
Piummer, Joun Coares, Mondlam, Pyle, Glam, Licensed | 
Victualler May 3 in 
Proctor, Gzorct —- Derby, Physician Derby | b - stam ond in the Sy ay 


Oo 8 
wees, “Geonor Evetyy Joun Sezemat, St Petersburgh | desiring a 


| 


Ww Tuomas ’ 
TLLIAMS, Grove, Spelters Cacrau, Maesteg, Glam, 


mt ——es 
WILuIAMs, be nm Tlnarwst, 
Posner Pesteuibe oss Bary Ord May 5 
Petraes ANNULLED. 
Fraxcis Witi1am, Folkestone, General Carrier 
ary 


Davis, 
Adjud Jan5 Annul April 3 








CALE of CHARGES for ADVERTISE- 
Partnerships, 








MENTS of WANTS, Situations, Money, 
Houses, &c., offered or required. 
Once. 8. 6. 
20 Words = 1s. 64, 3s. Od. 5s. Od. 
ee 2s. 3d. 4s. 6d. _ 7%. 64. 
0 3s. 04. 6s. Od. 10s. Od. 
| Where di, di seagr 4 in procuring the 
SoxicrTors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is | 
requested that be made direct to 


the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, =. 
post-free. SoLictrors’ JOURNAL only, 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 308. 4d. 


oll 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 26s.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 


THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


ON fe 3 BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONa, 
ORALLY (class of individual) or by COE or by CORRESPONDENCE. 





to the ARY, cores, 1, oe 
LAW CLERKS’ BTTFiGAT#. “Atsaiin is called 
to th as Bobenne for Cer- 
particulary Cnartied Lavy lent. oe Ge 
B, The School provide forthe Mairieustion, 
Ban: Galitoore ool provides Tutto for the 





AW.— Young Solicitor (admitted), 23, 
Change a April, 1905, — perme |, man, | Desires 
erence ; 


sal ary te saapely, wos Bs Bath House, Lich- 





FANTED, m bys * Setniter, admitted in 


has had experience 
has the nucleus of a 


—A| Lax, care of 
Raopes, Taomas, Man icsfeld, Joiner Macclesfield Pet | | Messrs, scianection; empl fe ae” 





ARTNERSHIP 

oo Gael ree S 
by Solicitor ( 

. ARwotp & Co., Ay 


T° SOLIOFLORS, op PU SRDIAME, and 
Others.—Vacancy fora me mentally atilicted 


a good home personal 
; by locality ; only one case 
Swanscombe, Green- 


pived is in Conv 
aut eyancing 
, With £500 to tess hein, 
Victoria-street, E.C. 





| twenty miles from London ; 
| taken. Avols, “F. B. G., % Rectory, 


——— 














Old 
Old Pewter 


Collections, or Single 
Articles, Purchased. . 
Exchanges Effected. 


Teitarams: 





OLD ENGLISH FURNITURE. 


Old Pottery and Porcelain. 

Sliver and Sheffield Plate. 

and Brassware. 

Old Prints, Pictures, and Needlework. 


A GOOD SELECTION ON VIEW AT 


LAW, FOULSHAM « COLE, 


7; SOUTH MOLTON STR EET, New Bono Sr., W, 


Valuers and Experts in Antiques and Works of Art. 


MEMBERS of THE LEGAL PROFESSION are respectfully invited to inspect 
our Galleries, where only Guaranteed Genuine Specimens are to be seen. 


“Scarcengss, Lowpon.”’ 


Restorations of Ol 4 Furniture, 
Tapestries, China, Worke of 
Art, &c. a Speciality. . ° 


Teverioxe: 2568 Marrare. 
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[_Oe@On Gua GUARANTEE and ACCIDENT 
ay a, 





is ordered be | nye oy the Noard Trade for 
OFFICIALS under Bankruptey Act, and La the Scotch 
Courts, &c., &c. 


id delay - completion of security 


LO LIABILITY. 
Cormpensetion Act, 1 of Em; +. under the Workmen's 
Act ws othe the — Liability Act, 1880. 
ay on wey ey 


or Agence i i 
E. & GHTON ANDERSON, Secretary. 
61, Moorgate-street, London, E.C. 


Bates. OFFICE, 21, Penton- sense, 
London, W.C. —RENTS COLLECreD an 

COVERED ; AUCTION SALES conducted. Solicitors’ 
and Railway Ref 


erences. 
Li — GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 








——" will be taken off the following 
s. d. 

—— oe 0 8 per sheet 

Briefs and Drafts tos --» 2 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand se... «. © 2 per folio. 

Deeds Abstracted «+ ev 2 O per sheet, 

Full Copies 0 2 per folio. 

PAPER.—Foolscap, 1a. “per ‘sheet ; Draft, $d. ditto 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.U. 


Aw s BOOKS at GABAT BS DUCTIONS!! 
f Law, rcial, and other Books 

— 4 LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 

for List, New Books at 2) cent. Discount. Sent 


on BOOKS Pon —-W. A. Fore, Cecil- 
Sa taent, W.C. 


x0 SOLICITORS. — Furnished Ground- 

floor Room in prominent Offices To Let in rising 
south-west suburb, 12 miles from London, in best position, 
with use of large vuter office, lavatory, &c.— 5 Apply. in first 
instance, to Auctionzgr, care of Crossley & Co., 57, Cole- 
man-street, E.C. 











GUARDIANS and Others.—A Medical 
Man p Ctentet) Receives Resident Patient or Ward ; 
detached ho den with uet lawn ; comfortable 
heme—Agply, be 11E3, Coombe e, Bowes Park. 


NHARE of OF FICE.—Architect (A R.LB.A. 
Oma E / f Back Cf England; < al ue Tome 
we gt Starting in Practice; ine aa erm 
Standi , 





£25 per annum.—Axcuirect, Mesers. Stand 
Jewry, E.C. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the Metropolis and Vicinity, 
INSTITUTED 1817. 


The Eienty-ninth ANNvuAL Generat Count 
Tuvrspay, the 3lst May, 1906. 


will be held at the Law Socrery's Hatt, og 


AGENDA. 
To Receive from the Board of Directors a Report and Statement of Accounts for the 


past year. 


To Elect Officers for the ensuing year, and on General Business. 
The Chair to be taken at Two o’clock precisely, 
By Order of the Board, 


3, Gray’s-inn-place, Gray’s-inn, W.C. 


E. EVELYN BARRON, Secretary, 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


(EsTasiisHEeDd 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life ‘ife ‘Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIEPY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 

Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 

Cc. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, Secretaries. 


G*E NERAL REVERSIONARY AND 


INVESTMENT COMPANY, Limited. 
No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
Established 1836, and Ze [pe by Special Act of 


Share and Debenture Capital - £621,220. 
Reversions and Lire Poricies Purcuasep on favourable 
terms. Loans on pa granted either at ann 
interest or for deferred 
ROBERT R. TILT, F.I. ro Actuary and Secretary. 











OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest 

and — The Mortgage 

viding as it does for 

moderate annual pay- 

ments.— Apply, Maxaces, Star Life Aesuratice Society, 32, 
Moorgate-street. 





£5,000 ee = 


f extension ; an scti 

if desired; a thoroughly sound concern, 
ae Pp -& results, and poco to every investigation 
to aay sata perdi: pee references as to 
available c and bona fides.—A fisst instance, 
t» Pearvuger, Vernon's Advertising 118, Newgate- 


street, E.C. 


ANTED, £10,000 on First Mortgage of 

Land and Premises, valued at £30,000, owned by 

firm of dyers and fiairhers in Yorkshire ; colisteral secarity 

ulso given.—W. E., care of “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 


ANTED, weet Mortgage on eropesty in in 
Selby and H «ll worth £90,' v0, consisting of 

huld Daweliwwg houses worth £65,005 and Business Premines 

worth £25,00u; two-thirds of a aiaation = 


cate of “ Solicitors Journal” Office, 











Londosa, W.C 
LYMPIA. 
OYAL WayAs | AND MILITARY 
Patron—HIs esEStY T THe KING. 
May 17th to June 
OLYMPIA, 


Taics Daily, at 3 p.m. aod 8 p.m. 
erect it FeACURES. 


“ TILTIN Rk TIMES.” 
A ope PACLE ov ANCIENT Caly. ALBY. 
$91NG THE LINE,” 
SEAMEN OF THE ROYAL NAVY. 
'ARY TATTOOS EVERY hVENING. 
Box OGices Now F ent Hours 10 to 6. 
ene eee Offices, 2, nome gf aban No. 
Gerrard. Olymp's (A4ddison-road ), Tel. 
. 2405 Westen. And Principal Booklog 
MPTA -ning and Evening, 10<, 64. to. 3s, 





Agen * 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, £.C. 


Assets -« «# « £162,000, 
CHAIRMAN 
Sin HENRY wean LAWRENCE, Basr., J.P., 


, Mitre-court-| > 


£100: eum fo with “a: 15 158. 6d. ; 
years, £ years, years, 
LF yt, 14s. 24.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Burvey Fee to £500, 


ay 
H, W. HEFFERMAN. Manager (pro. tem.). 


YHE LUNDON and WESTMINSTER 
LOAN | & DISCOUNT COMPANY (Ltd.) (Est. 
Offices : 63, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., & 43, 
irae MONEY on 





A 


security, furni 

ie p WE yale, INCLUDING eer 

—s 4 4 Monthly £019 3 

2 8 6 pes £117 6 

£20 ” » £0123 8 e £216 3 

£50 . nn ete | a £413 9 

£100 2 » 2224 o Ea 
ns rates for bills of 


| 30th June. 


‘AS 
| GLASS—ART P. 








PLEASURE CRUISES 
TO NORWAY 


BY THE 
ORIENT COMPANY’S 8.8. “OPHIR,” 
6,814 Tons Reg., 10,000 H.P. 
1éth& Visiting BERGEN, GUDVANGEN 
BALHOLMEN, MUNDAL, LOEW, 


oath July. MEROK, NAES, and ODDE. 
lith and l DAYS’ delightful Cruise for 
25th Aug. 13 GUINEAS and upwards. 


On the first Cruise in June the steamer wiil also visit 
jem at the time of the Coronation of 
King Haakon VII. 





F. GREEN & CO.; ANDERSON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices: FENCHURCH AVENUE, LONDON, 


For eT ee apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, od to the West End Branch Office, 28, 
Cockspur-street, 8.W. 





IMPERIAL ROYAL 
USTRIAN EXHIBITION, 
EaRL’S COURT. 
- So the Patronag2 of 
TGE PRINCE OF WALES. 
AN EXHIBITION OF ARTS, INDUSTKIES AND 
MANUF. ACTURES, 


Under the a 
THE AUSTRIAN "GOVERNMENT. 
Open 11 am. to 11 p.m. Le 1s. 
8EaS IN TICKETS 63. 
THE MASTERPIECES of LEADING J ARTIST. 
CHARMING PICTUR EXQUIs 


BAK GRY DAIRY SAUSAGE yt A 
A TRIP THROUGH LOVELY 
GRAND =e. 42 PROM ENADE SCONCRRTS, 


poh. Tend ~ f 37 Play ers. 
TYROL VILLAGE ie inthe the EMPR &SS HALL 
Life in the Mountains - Real Waterfall - Ice Grotto— 
Tyroler Songs and Dense ae Beauties Quartette. 


feaetee. 
SUMMER hay aa nears INNA BY NIGHT. 
Under the err Gabor Steiner. 
GREAT PANORAMA OF THE BATILE OF ISEL. 
THE SALT MINE. 


An extraordinary uction of a famous Austrian mine 
Shoo; the 4 ‘3 chut 


Tae Wuratel Man. Otto's iy my Bicycle Circus. 
Stere rams. ter Skelter. Pagoda 
an Eastern Enigma. Carat of the Sinees Salzkammergut 
Boate on Lake. Sir Hiram Maxim's Flying Mechine. 
Austrian Restaurant Café and Lager Beer Hall. 


ADAM TORSAUD 8 EXHIBITION. 
LIFELIKE oa neeListic PORTRAIT MODELS of 
M. FALLIERES, 





Uabinet, &c,, &e. 
sine Ta Music. 
children under i, 6d. Open 10 till 10. 





ACCIDENTS of all kinds, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 


BURGLARY ANO FIDELITY GUARANTEE RISKS 
INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO., 


Capital (fully subseribed) 2',009,009. 
| 64, CORNHILL, LONDON, 


Claims paid £5,000,000 
A. VIAN, Secretary. 


Es 
ENNA at WORK, . 
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